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Presidential  Documents 


Title  3 — The  President 

EXECUTIVE  ORDER  11655 

Inspection  of  Income,  Excess-Profits,  Estate,  and  Gift  Tax  Returns  by 
the  Committee  on  Government  Operations,  House  of  Representatives 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  section  55(a)  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code  of  1939,  as  amended  (26  U.S.C.  (1952  Ed.)  55(a)),  and 
by  section  6103(a)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  as  amended 
( 26  U.S.C.  6 1 03  ( a ) ) ,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  any  income,  excess-profits, 
estate,  or  gift  tax  return  for  the  years  1947  to  1972,  inclusive,  shall, 
during  the  Ninety-.second  Congress,  be  open  to  inspection  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Government  Operations,  House  of  Representatives,  or  any 
duly  authorized  sulx^ommittee  thereof,  in  connection  w  ith  its  .studies  of 
the  operation  of  Government  activities  at  all  levels  w'ith  a  view  to  deter¬ 
mining  the  economy  and  efficiency  of  the  Government.  Such  in.spection 
shall  be  in  accordance  and  upon  compliance  with  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  Treasury  Decisions 
6132  and  6133,  relating  to  the  inspection  of  returns  by  committees  of 
the  Congress,  approved  by  the  President  on  May  3,  1955. 

The  White  House, 

March  14, 1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-4120  Filed  3-14-72;  3:38  pni] 
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EXECUTIVE  ORDER  11656 

Inspection  of  Income,  Estate,  and  Gift  Tax  Returns  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  Crime,  House  of  Representatives 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  section  6103(a)  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  as  amended  ( 26  U.S.C.  6 103 (a) ),  it  is  hereby 
ordered  that  any  income,  estate,  or  gift  tax  return  for  the  years  1956  to 
1972,  inclusive,  shall,  during  the  Ninety-second  Congress,  be  open  to 
inspection  by  the  Select  Conunittee  on  Crime,  House  of  Representatives, 
or  any  duly  authorized  subcommittee  thereof,  in  connection  with  its  study 
and  investigation  of  all  aspects  of  crime  affecting  the  United  States, 
pursuant  to  House  Resolution  115,  92nd  Congress,  agreed  to  March  9, 
1971.  Such  inspection  shall  be  in  accordance  and  upon  compliance  with 
the  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in 
Treasury  Decision  6132,  relating  to  the  insjiection  of  returns  by  com-  * 
mittees  of  the  Congress,  approved  by  the  President  on  May  3,  1955. 

The  White  House, 

March  14, 1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-4121  Filed  3-14-72;  3:38  pm] 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  AUOTMENTS 

[Arndt.  1] 

PART  719— RECONSTITUTION  OF 
FARMS,  ALLOTMENTS,  AND  BASES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

On  pages  1174  and  1175  of  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  26,  1972,  there  was 
published  a  proposed  amendment  to  the 
regulations  governing  Reconstitution  of 
Farms,  Allotments,  and  Bases  (7  CFR 
Part  719). 

Interested  persons  were  given  20  days 
to  submit  written  data,. views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  regarding  the  proposed  changes. 
The  basis  and  piuriose  of  the  proposed 
amendment  were  set  forth  in  the  notice. 
After  consideration  of  all  comments  re¬ 
ceived,  the  amendment  as  proposed  is 
adopted,  except  that  the  authority  for 
the  issuance  of  the  amendment  is  added 
and  the  last  sentence  of  the  proposed 
amendment  to  1719.3(c)(2)  is  changed 
to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

Effective  date.  Since  farmers  are  now 
making  reconstitutions  for  the  1972  crop 
year,  it  is  essential  that  this  amendment 
be  made  effective  as  soon  as  possible.  It 
is  hereby  found  that  compliance  with  the 
30-day  effective  date  provision  of  5  UB.C. 
553  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  Accordingly,  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  upon  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register  (3-16-72) . 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  8,  1972. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

1.  In  §  719.2,  paragraphs  (m)  and  (p) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  719.2  Definitions. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(m)  Landlord.  A  person  who  rents  or 
leases  farmland  to  another  person. 

•  •  •  •  # 

(p)  Owner.  A  person  who  has  legal 
ownership  of  farmland,  including  a  per¬ 
son  who  is  buying  farmland  \mder  a  piu:- 
chase  agreement. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  In  §  719.3,  paragraph  (b)  and 
paragraphs  (c)(2)  and  (d)(1)  are  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 


§  719.3  Farm  constitution. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Farms  constituted  for  the  first 
time  or  reconstituted  hereafter.  With 
respect  to  the  constitution  and  identifi¬ 
cation  of  land  as  a  farm  for  the  first 
time  or  the  reconstitution  of  farms  made 
hereafter,  a  farm  shall  include  all  land 
operated  by  one  person  as  a  single  farm- 
’~*g  unit  except  that  it  shall  not  include 
land  under  any  of  the  following 
conditions: 

(1) Land  under  separate  ownership 
imless  the  owners  agree  in  writing; 

(2)  Field-rented  tracts  under  a  short¬ 
term  agreement  of  1  year  or  less  (such 
tracts  shall  remain  with  the  farm  of 
which  they  are  a  part) ; 

(3)  Federally  owned  land  under  a  re¬ 
strictive  lease. 

(4)  Federal-  and  State-owned  wildlife 
land  unless  the  former  owner  has  pos¬ 
session  of  the  land  under  a  leasing 
agreement. 

(5)  Land  covered  by  a  whole  farm 
conservation  leserve  contract  unless  all 
the  othei  land  included  in  the  farm  is 
also  covered  by  a  whole  farm  conserva¬ 
tion  reserve  contract: 

(6)  Land  covered  by  a  whole  farm 
cropland  conversion  program  agreement 
unless  all  the  other  land- included  in  the 
farm  is  also  covered  by  a  whole  farm 
cropland  conversicm  program  agreement; 

(7)  Land  covered  by  a  cropland  ad- 
justmoit  or  cropland  conversion  pro¬ 
gram  agreement  unless  (i)  the  specific 
commodity  diverted  imder  the  agreement 
is  also  diverted  under  a  cropland  adjust¬ 
ment  or  cropland  conver^on  program 
agreement  covering  the  other  land  and 
having  the  same  expiration  date,  or  (ii) 
the  other  land  does  not  have  an  allotment 
or  base  of  the  same  commodity,  or  (iii) 
the  farm  operator  agrees  to  a  zero  per¬ 
mitted  acreage  for  the  commodity  under 
agreement. 

(8)  Land  constituting  a  farm  which  is 
declared  ineligible  to  participate  in  a  set- 
aside  program  under  the  regulations 
governing  the  program. 

(c)  Location  of  farm  for  administra¬ 
tive  purposes.  •  •  • 

(2)  If  the  land  in  the  farm  is  located 
in  more  than  one  county,  the  farm  shall 
be  administratively  located  in  either  of 
such  coimties  as  the  county  committee 
of  the  receiving  cotmty  and  the  farm 
operator  agree.  The  receiving  county  is 
the  county  in  which  the  farm  operator 
requests  that  the  farm  be  located.  If  no 
agreement  can  be  reached,  the  farm  shall 
be  administratively  located  in  the  county 
(i)  where  the  principal  dwelling  is  situ¬ 
ated,  or  (ii)  where  the  major  portion  of 
the  farm  is  located,  if  there  is  no 
dwelling. 

•  •  •  •  • 


(d)  Required  reconstitutions.  *  •  * 

(1)  A  change  has  occurred  in  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  land  after  the  last  consti¬ 
tution  or  reconstitution  and  as  a  result 
of  such  change  the  farm  does  not  meet 
the  conditions  for  constituticm  of  a  farm 
as  set  forth  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion:  Provided.  That  no  reconstitution 
shall  be  made  if  the  county  committee 
determines  that  the  primary  purpose  of 
the  change  in  operation  is  to  establish 
eligibility  to  transfer  allotments  subject 
to  sale  or  lease; 

«  •  •  •  • 

3.  Section  719.4  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  719.4  Guides  for  determining  the  land 
constituting  a  farm. 

(a)  General.  In  determining  the  con¬ 
stitution  of  a  farm,  consideration  shall 
be  given  to  provisions  such  as  ownership 
and  operation.  A  brief  explanation  of 
these  provisions  is  outlined  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  to  assist  committees  in  properly  de¬ 
termining  what  land  is  to  be  included  in 
a  farm. 

(b)  Ownership.  The  county  committee 
shall  require  specific  proof  where  there  is 
doubt  as  to  ownership. 

(c)  Family  members.  Land  owned  by 
different  members  of  an  immediate  fam¬ 
ily  living  in  the  same  household  and  op¬ 
erated  as  a  single  farming  units  shall  be 
considered  as  being  under  the  same  own¬ 
ership  in  determining  a  farm. 

(d)  Parent  corporations  and  subsidi¬ 
aries.  All  land  which  is  operated  as  a 
single  farming  unit  and  which  is  owned 
and  operated  by  a  parent  corporation 
and  subsidiary  corporations  of  which  the 
parent  corporation  owns  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  value  of  the  outstanding 
stock  (or  which  is  owned  and  operated  by 
such  subsidiary  corporations)  shall  be 
constituted  as  one  farm. 

(e)  Single  farming  unit.  Land  which 
the  committee  determines  is  being  op¬ 
erated  by  one  person  with  cropping  prac¬ 
tices,  equipment,  labor,  accoimting  sys¬ 
tem,  and  management  substantially  sep¬ 
arate  from  that  of  any  other  unit  shall 
he  considered  to  constitute  a  single  farm¬ 
ing  unit. 

(f)  Operation.  In  determining  the 
constitution  of  a  farm,  the  county  com¬ 
mittee  shall  satisfy  itself  that  the  op¬ 
erator  will  be  in  general  control  of  the 
farming  operations  on  the  farm  for  the 
program  year, 

4.  In  S  719.8.  paragraphs  (b)  (4)  and 
(5)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  719.8  Rule*  for  determining  allol- 
menU  and  bases  where  reconslkutioa 
is  made  by  division. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Designation  of  allotments  and 
bases  by  landowner.  •  •  • 
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(4)  Where  the  part  of  the  farm  from 
which  the  ownership  is  being  transferred 
was  owned  for  a  period  of  less  than  3 
years,  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph 
shall  not  be  applicable  to  such  transfer 
imless  the  State  committee  finds  that  the 
primary  purpose  of  the  ownership  trans¬ 
fer  was  not  to  retain  or  sell  an  allotment 
or  base.  In  the  absence  of  such  a  finding, 
and  if  the  farm  contains  land  which  has 
been  owned  for  a  period  less  than  3  years, 
that  part  which  has  been  owned  for  less 
than  3  years  shall  be  considered  as  a 
separate  farm  and  the  allotments  and 
bases  shall  be  assigned  to  that  part  using 
the  rules  in  paragraphs  (c)  through  (f) 
of  this  section,  as  applicable.  Such  ap¬ 
portionment  shall  be  made  prior  to  any 
designation  of  allotments  and  bases  with 
respect  to  the  part  which  has  been  owned 
for  3  years  or  more. 

(5)  This  method  is  not  applicable  to 
Burley  tobacco. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  375,  378,  379,  52  Stat.  66,  as  amended, 
72  Stat.  995,  as  amended,  79  Stat.  1211,  7 
U.S.C.  1375,  1378,  1379;  secs.  601,  602,  706,  79 
Stat.  1206,  as  amended,  1210,  7  U.S.C.  1801 
note.  1838,  1305;  sec.  105,  84  Stat.  1368,  7 

n.S.C.  1441  note) 

(FR  Doc.72-3974  Piled  3-15-72:8:52  am] 


Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

(Navel  Orange  Reg.  260] 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 
§  907.360  Navel  Orange  Regulation  260. 

■(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CPR  Part 
907),  regulating  the  handling  of  Navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  UB.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and  in¬ 
formation  submitted  by  the  Navel  Orange 
Administrative  Committee,  established 
imder  the  said  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order,  and  upon  other  available 
information,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  handling  of  such  Navel 
oranges,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  xmtil  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 


cient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparation 
for  such  effective  time;  and  go^  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  open  meeting  during 
the  current  week,  after  giving  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consider  supply  and  market 
conditions  for  Navel  oranges  and  the  need 
for  regulation;  interested  persons  were 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit  in¬ 
formation  and  views  at  this  meeting;  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  for  regulation  during  the  period 
specified  herein  were  promptly  submitted 
to  the  Department  after  such  meeting 
was  held;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
including  its  effective  time,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  information  concern¬ 
ing  such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  Navel  oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act,  to  make  this  section  effective 
during  the  period  herein  specified;  and 
compliance  with  this  section  will  not  re¬ 
quire  any  special  preparation  on  the  part 
of  persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot 
be  completed  on  or  before  the  effective 
date  hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  March  14, 1972. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period 
March  17,  1972,  through  March  23,  1972, 
are  hereby  fixed  as  follows; 

(1)  District  1 :  954,000  cartons; 

(ii )  District  2 :  196,000  cartons ; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  March  14, 1972. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service. 

I  FR  Doc.72-4151  FUed  3-15-72;  11 : 13  am] 


(Valencia  Orange  Reg.  380] 

PART  908— -VALENCIA  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  908.680  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
380. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908),  regulating  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) ,  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 


Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
foimd  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Valencia  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  prepara¬ 
tion  for  such  effective  time;  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  provisions 
hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 
The  committee  held  an  open  meeting 
during  the  current  week,  after  giving  due 
notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply  and 
market  conditions  for  Valencia  oranges 
and  the  need  for  regulation;  interested 
persons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  ^ews  at  this 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  during 
the  preiod  specified  herein  were  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  including  its  effective  time,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee,  and  information 
concerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  Valencia  oranges;  it  is  nec¬ 
essary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this  sec¬ 
tion  effective  during  the  period  herein 
specified;  and  compliance  with  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  any  special  prepara¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  on  or  before 
the  effective  date  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  March  14,  1972. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  period 
March  17,  1972,  through  March  23,  1972, 
are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  Unlimited; 

(ii)  District  2:  Unlimited; 

(iii)  District  3 :  106,380  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “han¬ 
dler”,  “restrict  1”,  “District  2”,  “District 
3”,  and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  March  15, 1972. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.72-4152  Piled  8-15-72:11:13  am] 
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[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  378] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES 

GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  908.678  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
378. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Valencia  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  recommendations  by  the 
Valencia  Orange  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee  reflect  its  appraisal  of  the  crop 
and  current  and  prospecti}(e  marketing 
conditions  after  consideration  of  the 
factors  having  a  bearing  thereon  as  re¬ 
quired  by  said  marketing  agreement  and 
order.  The  committee  estimates  that  the 
1971-72  season  crop  of  Valencia  oranges 
will  be  50,500  carlots.  It  further  estimates 
that  the  demand  in  regulated  market 
channels  will  require  about  40  percent  of 
this  volume,  and  the  remaining  60  per¬ 
cent  will  be  available  for  utilization  in 
export,  processing  and  other  outlets.  The 
volume  and  size  composition  of  the  crop 
are  such  that  ample  supplies  of  the  more 
desirable  sizes  are  available  to  satisfy  the 
demand  in  regulated  channels.  There¬ 
fore,  the  smaller  sizes  of  oranges  should 
be  eliminated  from  regulated  market 
channels  so  as  to  assure  consiuners  of 
desirable  sizes  of  fruit  and  to  improve 
returns  to  growers  consistent  with  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  foimd  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  imtil  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparation 
for  such  effective  time;  and  goM  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof 
effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  open  meeting,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
or  similar  designation  they  must  meet 
the  weight,  count,  and  average  count 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  Valen¬ 


cia  oranges  and  the  need  for  regulation; 
interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for 
regulation  during  the  period  specifled 
herein  were  promptly  submitted  to  the 
Department  ^ter  such  meeting  was  held; 
the  provisions  of  this  section  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  information  concern¬ 
ing  such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  Valencia  oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act,  to  make  this  section  effective 
during  the  period  herein  specifled;  and 
compliance  with  this  section  will  not  re¬ 
quire  any  special  preparation  on  the  part 
of  persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot 
be  completed  on  or  before  the  effective 
date  hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  March  7,  1972. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period 
March  17,  through  April  13,  1972,  no 
handler  shall  handle  any  Valencia 
oranges  grown  in  District  1,  which  are  of 
a  size  smaller  than  2.32  inches  in  diam¬ 
eter,  which  shall  be  the  largest  measure¬ 
ment  at  a  right  angle  to  a  straight  line 
running  from  the  stem  to  the  blossom 
end  of  the  fruit;  Provided,  That  not  to 
exceed  5  percent,  by  count,  of  the  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  contained  in  any  type  of 
container  may  measure  smaller  than  2.32 
inches  in  diameter. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handle”, 
“handler”,  and  “District  1”,  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  March  13, 1972. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service. 

[PR  Doc.72-4098  PUed  3-16-72;8:56  am] 


[Arndt.  1] 

PART  945— POTATOES  GROWN  IN 
CERTAIN  DESIGNATED  COUNTIES 
IN  IDAHO  AND  MALHEUR  COUNTY, 
OREG. 

Limitation  of  Shipments;  Correction 

In  §  945.330  Limitation  of  shipments 
(36  F.R.  12894,  37  F.R.  4951)  paragraph 
(a)  (2)  (iv)  is  corrected  to  read  in  part 
as  follows: 

§  945.330  Limitation  of  shipments. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  •  •  • 

(iv)  When  50  pound  containers  (ex¬ 
cept  master  containers)  of  long  varieties 
of  potatoes  are  marked  with  a  count,  size. 


ranges  for  the  count  designation  listed 
below: 

•  •  •  «  * 

Dated:  March  13, 1972. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

[PR  Doc.72-4037  Piled  3-16-72:8:53  am] 


PART  991— HOPS  OF  DOMESTIC 
PRODUCTION 

Salable  Quantity  and  Allotment  Per¬ 
centage  for  1972—73  Marketing  Year 

Notice  was  published  in  the  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1972,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  (37  F.R.  3440)  regarding  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  establish  a  salable  quantity  and 
allotment  percentage  applicable  to  hops 
produced  in  Washington,  Oregon,  Idaho, 
and  California  for  the  1972-73  market¬ 
ing  year  beginning  August  1,  1972.  The 
allotment  percentage  and  salable  quan¬ 
tity  herein  established  are  based  on  the 
imanimous  recommendation  of  the  Hop 
Administrative  Committee  and  other 
available  information  in  accordance 
with  the  applicable  provisions  of  Mar¬ 
keting  Order  No.  991,  as  amended  (7 
CFR  Part  991),  regulating  the  handling 
of  hops  of  domestic  production,  effec¬ 
tive  imder  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674). 

The  notice  afforded  interested  persons 
opportunity  to  submit  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  with  respect  to  the 
proposal.  None  were  submitted. 

The  salable  quantity  and  allotment 
percentage  are  based  upon  a  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committ^  made  at  their 
meeting  of  January  24,  1972,  and  de¬ 
rive  from  the  following  determinations 
for  the  marketing  year  beginning  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1972; 

(1)  Total  domestic  consumption  of 
34,250,000  pounds  of  hops; 

(2)  Minus  imports  of  14  million 
pounds  of  hops  to  result  in  domestic  con¬ 
sumption  of  U.S.  hops  of  20,250,000 
pounds; 

(3)  Plus  total  U.S.  exports  of  29  mil¬ 
lion  pounds  of  hops  to  equal  49,250,000 
poimds  total  usage  of  U.S.  hops; 

(4)  Minus  a  desirable  inventory  ad¬ 
justment,  as  of  September  1,  1973,  of 
1,209,000  pounds;  and 

(5)  Plus  an  adjustment  of  1,949,000 
pounds  to  provide  for  allotments  not 
produced  plus  1,390,000  pounds  to  assure 
production  of  the  quantity  needed  to 
meet  market  requirements,  resulting  in 
adjusted  requirements  for  salable  hops 
of  51,380,000  pounds. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant 
matter  presented,  including  that  in  the 
notice,  the  information  and  recommen¬ 
dation  submitted  by  the  committee,  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  marketing 
order,  and  other  available  information. 
It  is  foimd  that  to  establish  a  salable 
quantity  and  allotment  percentage  as 


FfDERAL  REGISTER.  VOL  37.  NO.  52— THURSDAY,  MARCH  16.  1972 


5484 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


hereinafter  set  forth  will  tend  to  effect¬ 
uate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

Therefore,  the  salable  quantity  and 
allotment  percentage  to  be  applicable  to 
the  1972-73  marketing  year  (August  1, 
1972-July  31,  1973)  are  established  as 
follows: 

§  991.210  Allotment  percentage  and 
salable  quantity  for  hops  during  the 
marketing  year  beginning  August  1, 
1972. 

The  allotment  percentage  during  the 
marketing  year  beginning  August  1, 1972, 
shall  be  85  percent,  and  the  salable 
quantity  shall  be  51,380,000  pounds. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended:  7  U.S.C. 
601-€74) 

Dated  March  10,  1972,  to  become  ef¬ 
fective  April  30, 1972. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.72-4036  FUed  3-15-72;8:S3  am] 


Title  9— ANIMALS  AND  ANIMAL 
PRODUCTS 

Chapter  I — ^Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  C — INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTATION 
OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY)  AND  AN¬ 
IMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  82— EXOTIC  NEWCASTLE  DIS¬ 
EASE;  AND  PSITTACOSIS  OR  ORNI¬ 
THOSIS  IN  POULTRY 

Areas  Quarantined 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
1,  2,  3  and  4  of  the  Act  of  March  3,  1905, 
as  amended,  sections  1  and  2  of  the  Act  of 
February  2, 1903,  as  amended,  sections  4, 
5,  6  and  7  of  the  Act  of  May  29,  1884,  as 
amended,  and  sections  3  and  11  of  the 
Act  of  July  2.  1962  (21  n.S.C.  Ill,  112, 
113,  115,  117,  120,  123,  124,  125,  126,  134b. 
134f),  Part  82,  Title  9,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  hereby  amended  in  the 
following  respects: 

In  §82.3,  in  paragraph  (a)(1),  sub¬ 
division  (ii)  Is  deleted  and  subdivision  (i) 
relating  to  the  State  of  California  is 
amended  to  read: 

§  82.3  Areas  cpiarantined. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(1)  California,  (i)  Imperial,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Orange,  Riverside,  San  Bernardino, 
San  Diego,  Santa  Barbara  and  Ventura 
Coimties. 

(U)  [Deleted] 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended;  secs. 
1-4,  33  Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended;  secs.  3 
and  11,  76  Stat.  ISO,  132;  21  UJ3.C.  111-llS, 
115,  117,  120,  123-126,  134b.  lS4f;  29  FJt. 
16210,  ae  amended,  36  FJL.  20707) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  upon  issu¬ 
ance. 


The  amendment  quarantines  all  of 
Imperial,  Los  Angeles,  Orange,  River¬ 
side,  San  Bernardino,  San  Diego,  Santa 
Barbara,  and  Ventura  Counties  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  bwause  of  the  existence  of  exotic 
Newcastle  disease.  The  amendment  im¬ 
poses  certain  restrictions  necessary  to 
prevent  the  interstate  spread  of  exotic 
Newcastle  disease,  a  communicable  dis¬ 
ease  of  poultry,  and  must  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  immediately  to  accomplish  its  pur¬ 
pose  in  the  public  interest.  Accordingly, 
imder  the  administrative  procedure  pro¬ 
visions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon 
good  cause  that  notice  and  other  public 
procedure  with  respect  to  the  amend¬ 
ment  are  impracticable  and  contrary  to 
the  public  interest,  and  good  cause  is 
foimd  for  making  it  effective  less  than 
30  days  after  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 
day  of  March  1972. 

F.  J.  Mulhern, 
Administrator, 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Service. 

IFR  Doc.72-3975  FUed  3-15-72;8:49  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  D — EXPORTATION  AND  IMPORTA¬ 
TION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 
AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  92— IMPORTATION  OF  CER¬ 
TAIN  ANIMALS  AND  POULTRY  AND 
CERTAIN  ANIMAL  AND  POULTRY 
PRODUCTS,  INSPECTION  AND 
OTHER  REQUIREMENTS  FOR  CER- 
TAIN  MEANS  OF  CONVEYANCE 
AND  SHIPPING  CONTAINERS 
THEREON 

Restrictions  on  Importation  of  Poultry 
and  Other  Birds 

On  January  21,  1972,>  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (37  F.R. 
935-936)  a  notice  with  respect  to  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  of  the  regulations  in 
Part  92,  relating  to  Newcastle  disease  and 
interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  present  data,  views,  and 
arguments  orally  or  in  writing  concern¬ 
ing  the  proposal. 

Before  this  notice  was  published,  pub¬ 
lic  briefings  were  held  in  Beltsville,  Md.; 
Miami,  Fla.;  and  Chicago,  HI.;  to  which 
were  invited  importers  and  distributors 
of  psittacine  and  mynah  birds  and  other 
birds  to  inform  them  about  finding  New¬ 
castle  disease  in  imported  birds.  Addi- 
ticmal  public  briefings  were  held  in  13 
other  locations  during  September,  Octo¬ 
ber,  and  November  1971,  across  the 
country  to  inform  all  interested  psulies 
of  this  problem. 

Such  oral  views  were  recorded  and  have 
been  reviewed.  In  addition,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  has  received  and  considered  nu¬ 
merous  correspondence  and  telephone  in¬ 
quiries  and  comments  m  regard  to  the 
proposal,  directly  from  interested  parties 
and  through  Congressional  offices. 

During  and  after  the  time  interval  in¬ 
volved  in  the  above  16  briefings,  addi¬ 
tional  cases  of  Newcastle  disease  were 
found  in  or  were  traceable  to  imported 


birds.  Each  case  of  Newcastle  disease  was 
diagnosed  based  on  laboratory  isolation 
and  identilicaticm  of  the  virus. 

There  is  evidence  linking  spread  of 
Newcastle  disease  from  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  infected  imported  birds  to  other 
imported  and  domestic  birds  and  to  out¬ 
breaks  of  Newcastle  disease  in  domestic 
poultry. 

Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to  adopt 
regulations  restricting  importation  of 
susceptible  birds  without  delay. 

After  due  consideration  of  all  relevant 
material  in  connection  with  said  notice 
and  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
2  of  the  Act  of  February  2,  1903,  as 
amended,  and  sections  2,  3,  4,  and  11  of 
the  Act  of  July  2.  1962  (21  U.S.C.  Ill, 
134a,  134b,  134c,  and  134f)  Part  92,  Title 
9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  hereby 
amended  in  the  following  respects: 

(Sec.  2,  32  Stat.  792,  as  amended,  secs.  2,  3, 
4.  and  11.  76  Stat.  129,  130,  132,  21  U.S.C.  Ill, 
134a,  134b,  134c,  134f;  29  F.R.  16210,  as 
amended,  36  F.R.  20707) 

1.  The  present  provisions  in  §  92.2  are 
designated  as  paragraph  (a)  and  a  new 
paragraph  (b)  is  added  to  §  92.2  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  92.2  General  prohibition, 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  The  provisions  in  this  Part  92  re¬ 
lating  to  poultry  shall  also  apply,  unless 
otherwise  specified  in  this  part,  to  all 
species  of  psittacine  birds  and  Greater 
and  Lesser  Hill  Mynah  birds  (Granula 
Linnaeus  1758  and  Eulabes  CTuvier  1817) 
of  any  ages.  < 

2.  In  §  92.3,  a  new  paragraph  (f)  is 
added  to  read: 

§  92.3  Ports  designated  for  llie  importa¬ 
tion  of  animals. 

•  «  •  «  • 

(f)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section,  all  species  of  psit¬ 
tacine  birds  and  Greater  and  Lesser  Hill 
Mynah  birds  (Granula  Linnaeus  1758 
and  Eulabes  Cuvier  1817)  shall  be  im¬ 
ported  only  at  a  port  of  entry  specified 
in  §  92.8(b). 

3.  In  §  92.4  the  last  sentence  of  para¬ 
graph  (b)  is  amended  to  read: 

§  92.4  Import  permits  for  ruminants, 
swine,  and  poultry  and  for  animal 
semen. 

•  •  •  •  # 

(b)  •  •  *,  Ruminants,  swine,  poul¬ 
try,  and  animal  semen  (and  psittacine 
ancl  mjmah  birds)  for  which  a  permit 
is  required  by  these  regulations  will  not 
be  eligible  for  entry  if  a  permit  has  not 
been  issued;  if  tmaccompanied  by  said 
permit;  if  shipment  is  from  any  port 
other  than  the  one  designated  in  the 
permit;  if  arrival  in  the  United  States 
is  at  any  port  other  than  the  one  desig¬ 
nated  in  the  permit;  if  the  animals  or 
animal  semen  are  not  handled  as  out¬ 
lined  in  the  application  for  the  permit 
and  as  specified  in  the  permit  issued;  or 
if  the  animals  are  aboard  a  means  of 
conveyance  other  than  the  one  specified 
in  the  import  permit. 

• 
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4.  In  S  92.5.  paragraph  (b)  is  amended 
to  read: 

§  92.5  Cerlifirate  for  ruminants,  swine, 

and  poultry.* 

•  *  •  *  • 

(b)  Poultry.  (1)  All  poultry,  except 
eggs  for  hatching,  offered  for  importa¬ 
tion  from  any  country  of  the  world  ex¬ 
cept  Canada  and  Mexico  as  provided  in 
§§  92.26  and  92.38,  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  certificate  of  a  salaried  veterinary 
officer  of  the  national  government  of  the 
coimtry  of  origin  stating  that  such  potil- 
try  and  their  flock  or  flocks  of  origin 
were  inspected  on  the  premises  of  origin 
immediately  before  the  date  of  movement 
from  such  country  and  that  they  were 
then  foimd  to  be  free  of  evidence  of  com¬ 
municable  diseases  of  poultry,  and  that, 
as  far  as  it  has  been  possible  to  deter¬ 
mine.  they  were  not  exposed  to  a^  such 
disease  common  to  poultry  during  the 
90  days  inunedlately  preceding  the  date 
of  such  movement  and  that  these  prem¬ 
ises  are  not  located  in  any  area  under 
quarantine  during  the  preceeding  90 
days.  Certiflcates  for  such  poultry  shall 
also  state  that  the  poultry  have  been 
kept  in  the  coimtry  from  which  they  are 
offered  for  importation  for  at  least  90 
days  immediately  preceding  the  date  of 
movement  therefrom  or  since  hatched 
and  that,  as  far  as  it  has  been  possible 
to  determine,  no  case  of  European  fowl 
pest  (fowl  plague)  or  Newcastle  disease 
occurred  on  the  premises  where  such 
pioultry  were  kept,  or  on  adjoining  prem¬ 
ises,  during  that  90-day  period.  All  eggs 
for  hatching  offered  for  importation 
from  any  part  of  the  world,  except  as 
provided  in  §§  92.26  and  92.38  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  a  salaried 
veterinary  officer  of  the  national  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  country  of  origin  stating 
that  the  flock  or  flocks  of  origin  were 
foimd  upon  inspection  to  be  free  from 
evidence  of  communicable  diseases  of 
poultry,  that  no  Newcastle  disease  has 
occun^  on  the  premises  of  origin  or 
on  adjoining  premises  during  the  90  days 
immediately  preceding  the  date  of  move¬ 
ment  of  the  eggs  from  such  country,  and 
that  as  far  as  it  has  been  possible  to 
determine  such  flock  or  flocks  were  not 
exposed  to  such  disease  during  the  pre¬ 
ceding  90  days. 

(2)  All  species  of  psittacine  birds  and 
Greater  and  Lesser  Hill  Mynah  birds 
(Oranula  Linnaeus  1758  and  Eulabes 
Cuvier  1817)  offered  for  importation 
from  any  country  of  the  world  shall  be 
accompanied  by  a  certiflcate  issued  by  a 
full-time  salaried  veterinary  officer  of 
the  national  government  of  the  country 
from  which  the  birds  were  shipped  stat¬ 
ing  that  all  birds  covered  by  the  certifl¬ 
cate  had  been  kept  under  quarantine  for 
a  period  of  at  least  45  days,  under  his 
immediate  supervision  in  a  Department- 


®Por  other  permit  requirements,  the  reg¬ 
ulations  Issued  by  the  n.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior  (Part  17,  Title  60,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations)  and  the  regulations  issued  by 
the  n.S.  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  (Subpart  J-1  of  Part  71,  Title 
42,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations)  should  be 
consulted. 


approved  facility  in  that  country;  that 
they  were  the  only  birds  in  the  facility 
during  the  entire  45-day  quarantine 
period;  that  during  that  quarantine 
period  there  was  no  evidence  of  New¬ 
castle  disease,  ornithosis,*  or  other  com¬ 
municable  diseases  common  to  poultry 
among  the  birds  in  quarantine  and  inso¬ 
far  as  has  been  possible  to  determine, 
they  were  not  exposed  to  such  diseases; 
that  such  birds  had  not  received  any 
vaccination  during  such  quarantine  and 
they  were  determined  not  to  have  a  sero¬ 
logical  titer  against  Newcastle  disease  of 
1:20  or  greater,  based  upon  a  hemag¬ 
glutination-inhibition  test  made  on  a 
statistically  valid  representative  sample 
consisting  of  at  least  10  birds  or  10  per¬ 
cent  (whichever  is  greater)  of  the  birds 
in  quarantine;  that  in  the  case  of  birds  of 
psittacine  species,  all  feed  given  during 
the  45-day  quarantine  period  was  medi¬ 
cated  with  chlortetracycline  and  fed  in 
accordance  with  guidelines  of  the  U.S. 
Public  Health  Service  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  as  a  precautionary  treatment 
against  ornithosis  (psittacosis),^  and 
that  Newcastle  disease  did  not  occur  any¬ 
where  on  the  premises  where  the  birds 
were  kept  or  on  adjoining  premises  dur¬ 
ing  the  90  days  immediately  preceding 
the  exportation  of  such  bir^  and  that 
these  premises  are  not  located  in  any 
area  under  quarantine  during  the  pre¬ 
ceding  90  days.  Initial  approval  of  such 
quarantine  facilities  and  subsequent  re¬ 
tention  of  such  i«>proval  shall  be  con¬ 
ditioned  on  a  determination,  following 
personal  inspections,  by  a  veterinary  in¬ 
spector  of  Veterinary  Services,  that  the 
facilities  are  adequate  to  effectuate  the 
purpose  of  this  part. 

5.  Section  92.8  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  92.8  Inspection  at  the  port  of  entry. 

(a)  Inspection  shall  be  made  at  the 
port  of  entry  of  all  horses,  ruminants, 
swine,  and  poultry  offered  for  importa¬ 
tion  from  any  part  of  the  world,  except 
as  provided  in  SS  92.24,  92.25,  92.30,  and 
92.33.  All  animals  found  to  be  free  from 
communicable  disease  and  not  to  have 
been  exposed  thereto  within  90  da3rs 
prior  to  the  offer  for  importation  shall  be 
admitted  subject  to  the  other  provisions 
in  this  part.  Animals  found  to  affected 
with  a  communicable  disease  or  to  have 
been  exix>sed  thereto  within  90  days  prior 
to  the  offer  for  importation  shall  be  re¬ 
fused  entry,  except  as  provided  in 
S  92.28(c).  Animals  refused  entry  shall 
be  handled  thereafter  and  otherwise 
disposed  of  as  the  Deputy  Administrator 
for  Veterinary  Services  may  direct  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  the  Act  of  July  2, 1962  (21  U.S.C. 
134a)  or  the  provisions  of  secticoi  8  of  the 
Act  of  August  30,  1890  (26  Stat.  416;  21 
U.S.C.  103).  Such  portions  of  the  trans¬ 
porting  vessel,  and  of  its  cargo,  which 
have  been  exposed  to  any  such  animals 
or  their  emanations  shall  be  disinfected 

•  Such  guidelines  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Director,  Center  for  Disease  Oontrcrt,  T7.S. 
Public  Health  Service,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30333. 


in  such  manner  as  may  be  considered 
necessary  by  the  inspector  in  charge  at 
the  port  of  entry,  to  prevent  the  spread 
of  livestock  or  poultry  disease,  before  the 
cargo  is  allowed  to  land. 

(b)  All  species  of  psittacine  birds  and 
Greater  and  Lesser  Hill  Mynah  birds 
(Granula  Linnaeus  1758  and  Eulabes 
Cuvier  1817)  imported  from  any  part  of 
the  world  shall  be  subject  to  inspection 
at  the  port  of  entry  by  a  veterinary  in¬ 
spector  of  Veterinary  Services  and  shall 
be  permitted  entry  into  the  United  States 
only  at  the  following  ports  of  entry: 
New  York,  N.Y.;  Miami,  Fla.;  San  Ysidro 
and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  Seattle,  Wash.; 
and  Honolulu,  Hawaii,  and  for  birds  im¬ 
ported  from  Canada  only,  Detroit,  Mich., 
and  Buffalo,  N.Y.  In  each  case,  the  first 
U.S.  port  of  arrival  shall  be  one  of  these 
ports  of  entry. 

6.  In  $92.11,  paragraph  (c)  is. 
amended  to  read : 

§92.11  Periods  of  quarantine. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(c)  Poultry.  (1)  All  poultry  imported 
from  any  part  of  the  world,  exc^t  as 
provided  in  §§  92.26(a)  and  92.38(a) 
shall  be  quarantined  for  not  less  than  30 
days,  counting  from  the  date  of  arrival 
at  the  port  of  entry.  During  their  quar¬ 
antine,  such  poultry  shall  be  subject  to 
such  inspections,  disinfections,  blood 
tests,  or  other  tests  as  may  be  required 
by  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary 
Services,  to  determine  their  freedom 
from  disease  or  the  infection  of  disease, 
and  their  freedom  from  exposure 
thereto. 

(2)  All  species  of  psittacine  birds  and 
Greater  and  Lesser  Hill  Mynah  birds 
(Granula  Linnaeus  1758  and  Eulabes 
Cuvier  1817)  imported  from  any  pent  of 
the  world  shall  be  held  for  a  minimum 
of  30  days  at  one  of  the  ports  of  entry 
named  in  $  92.8(b)  in  facilities  accept¬ 
able  to  Veterinary  Services,  which  are 
owned  and  operate  by  the  importer  and 
located  within  the  immediate  port  area 
isolated  frc«n  poultry  or  birds  other  than 
those  in  quarantine.  Each  shipment  re¬ 
ceived  shall  be  held  as  one  unit  without 
additional  birds  added  until  the  ship¬ 
ment  is  released.  During  the  30-day  iso¬ 
lation  period  the  importer  shall  (XMnply 
with  handling  procedures  specified  by  the 
poultry  disease  diagnostician  of  Veteri¬ 
nary  Services  at  the  port  of  entry  who 
inspects  the  birds  during  such  isolation. 
If  birds  are  found  free  of  evidence  of 
communicable  diseases  of  poultry  by  such 
diagnostician,  he  shall  so  certify  them  to 
the  Veterinary  Services  port  veterinarian 
who  shall  then  issue  an  agriculture  re¬ 
lease  for  entry  to  U.S.  Customs.  If  such 
birds  are  found  to  be  infected  with  a 
(Communicable  disease  of  poultry  other 
than  Newcastle  disease,  such  birds  shall 
be  rejected  for  entry  or  shall  be  held  for 
an  additional  period  of  isolation  until  it 
is  determined  by  Veterinary  Services 
that  they  can  be  released  for  entry  into 
the  Unit^  States.  If  the  disease  is  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  Newcastle  disease,  all  the 
birds  in  the  shipment  shall  be  destroyed 
and  disposed  of  as  directed  by  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Administrator  of  Veterinary  Serv- 
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ices  in  accordance  with  applicable  laws. 
The  importer  shall  immediately  collect 
all  birds  which  die  in  is(dation  and  hold 
them  in  a  frozen  stotei  within  the  facil¬ 
ity.  and  shall  be  accountable  for  all  birds 
in  the  shipment  without  disposing  of  any 
carcass  unless  authorized  to  do  so  by  a 
Veterinary  Services  poiiltry  diagnosti¬ 
cian. 

7.  In  §  92.12,  paragraph  (a)  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read: 

§  92.12  Feed  and  attendants  for  animals 
in  quarantine. 

(a)  Importers  of  all  animals  (includ¬ 
ing  poultry)  subject  to  quarantine  under 
the  regulations  in  this  part  shall  arrange 
for  their  care,  feed,  and  handling  from 
the  time  of  u^oading  at  the  quarantine 
port  to  the  time  of  release  from  quaran¬ 
tine.  At  ports  where  facilities  are  not 
maintained  by  Veterinary  Services,  the 
importers  shall  provide  suitable  facilities 
for  the  quarantine  of  such  animals,  sub¬ 
ject  in  all  cases  to  the  approval  of  the 
inspector  in  charge  at  the  port.  Such 
approval  shall  be  required  prior  to  the 
issuance  of  import  permits.  Owners  shall 
keep  clean,  to  the  satisfaction  of  such 
inspector,  the  facilities  occupied  by  their 
animals.  If  for  any  cause  owners  of  ani¬ 
mals  refuse  or  neglect  to  arrange  for 
their  care,  feed,  and  handling,  the  serv¬ 
ice  may  be  fiumished  by  Veterinary  Serv¬ 
ices  in  the  same  manner  as  though  the 
owner,  or  his  agent,  had  made  arrange¬ 
ments  for  such  service  as  provided  by 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  section,  or  the 
animn.l.«;  may  be  disposed  of  as  the  Deputy 
Administrator,  Veterinary  Services,  may 
direct  in  accordance  with  appUcable  laws. 
*  •  •  •  • 

8.  In  §  92.19,  paragraph  (a)  is  amended 
to  read: 

§  92.19  Import  permit  and  declaration 
for  animals  and  animal  semen. 

(a)  For  ruminants,  swine,  poultry,  and 
a.nima.1  semen,  intended  for  imetortation 
from  Canada,  the  importer  shall  first 
apply  for  and  obtain  from  Veterinary 
Services  an  import  permit  as  provided  ih 
§  92.4:  Provided,  That  an  import  permit 
is  not  required  for  poultry  (but  is  re¬ 
quired  for  all  species  of  psittacine  smd 
Greater  and  Lesser  Hill  Mynah  birds, 
Granula  Linnaeus  1758  and  Ektlabes 
Cuvio*  1817)  if  offered  for  entry  at  a  land 
border  port  designated  in  i  92.3(b) :  And 
provided,  further.  That  an  import  permit 
is  not  required  for  niminants  or  swine, 
or  for  semen  from  ruminants  or  swine, 
offered  for  entry  at  a  land  border  port 
designated  in  i  92.3(b)  if  such  animal  or 
the  donor  animal,  in  the  case  of  semen: 

(1)  Was  bom  in  Canada  or  the  United 
States,  and  has  been  in  no  country  other 
than  Canada  or  the  United  States,  or  (2) 
has  been  legally  imported  into  Canada 
from  stxne  other  coimtry  and  uncondi¬ 
tionally  released  in  Canada  so  as  to  be 
eligible  to  move  freely  within  that  coun¬ 
try  without  restriction  of  any  kind  and 
has  been  in  Canada  after  such  release  for 
90  days  or  longer. 

•  •  •  •  • 


9.  Section  92.26  is  amended  to  read: 

§  92.26  Poultry  from  Canada. 

(a)  All  poultry  offered  for  importation 
from  Canada  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
certificate  issued  or  endorsed  by  a  sal¬ 
aried  veterinarian  of  the  Canadian  Gov¬ 
ernment  showing  that  such  poultry  have 
been  inspected  on  the  premises  of  origin 
and  that,  as  far  as  it  has  been  possible 
to  determine,  such  poultry  are  free  of 
evidence  of  any  commimicable  disease 
and  that  Newcastle  disease  has  not  oc¬ 
curred  (m  the  premises  of  origin  or  on 
adjoining  premises  during  the  90  days 
immediately  prior  to  export  to  the  United 
States  {md  that  insofar  as  can  be  deter¬ 
mined  such  poultry  was  not  exposed  to 
such' disease  during  the  aforesaid  90-day 
period  and  that  these  premises  are  not 
located  in  any  area  under  quarantine 
during  the  preceding  90  days. 

(b)  All  species  of  psittacine  birds  and 
Greater  and  Lesser  Hill  Mynah  birds 
(Granula  Linnaeus  1758  and  Eulabes 
Cuvier  1817)  that  are  offered  for  impor¬ 
tation  from  Canada  shall  meet  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  paragraph  (a)  and  the 
additional  requirements  in  §9  92.5(b)  (2) , 
92.8(b).  92.11(c)(2),  92.12,  and  92.19  to 
qualify  for  entry.  Birds  which  do  not 
meet  these  requirements  shall  be  rejected 
entry  and  shall  be  disposed  of  as  directed 
by  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary 
Services  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws. 

10.  In  9  92.27,  a  new  paragraph  (c)  is 
added  to  read: 

§  92.27  Import  permit  and  declaration 
for  unimals  and  animal  semen. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  All  poultry  offered  for  importation 
from  countries  of  Caitral  America  and 
the  West  Indies  shall  also  meet  the  addi¬ 
tional  requirements  in  99  92.5(b),  92.8, 
92.11(c).  and  92.12  to  qualify  for  entry. 
All  poultry  and  birds  which  fail  to  meet 
these  requirements  shall  be  rejected 
entry  and  shall  be  disposed  of  as  directed 
by  the  Deputy  Administrator.  Veterinary 
Services  in  accordance  with  applicable 
laws. 

11.  The  present  provisions  of  9  92.38 
are  designated  as  i}aragraph  (a)  and  a 
new  paragraph  (b)  is  added  to  9  92.38  to 
read  as  follows: 

§92.38  Poultry  from  Mexico. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(b)  All  species  of  psittacine  birds  and 
Greater  and  Lesser  Hill  Mynah  birds 
(Granula  Linnaeus  1758  smd  Eulabes 
Cuvier  1817)  that  are  offered  for  impor¬ 
tation  from  Mexico  shall  meet  the  health 
certification  requirements  of  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section  and  the  additional 
requirements  in  99  92.5(b)(2),  92.8(b), 
92.11(c)(2),  and  92.12  to  qualify  for 
entry.  Birds  which  do  not  meet  these  re¬ 
quirements  shaU  be  rejected  entry  and 
shall  be  disposed  of  as  directed  by  the 
Deputy  Administrator,  Veterinary  Serv¬ 
ices  in  accordance  with  applicable  laws. 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  upon 
issuance. 


The  foregoing  amendments  differ  from 
the  proposal  of  January  21,  1972,  as 
follows: 

(1)  Import  restrictions  are  imposed 
based  on  freedom  of  premises  of  origin 
and  adjoining  premises  rather  than  free¬ 
dom  of  originating  country  from  disease. 

(2)  Psittacine  and  mynah  eggs  for 
hatching  are  not  included  in  these  re¬ 
strictions  because  importation  of  such 
eggs  is  presently  prohibited  by  the  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

(3)  A  45-day  quarantine  of  all  psitta¬ 
cine  species  and  specified  species  of 
mynah  birds  in  Department  approved 
facilities  in  country  ^  origin  with  treat¬ 
ment  of  psittacine  species  according  to 
UjS.  Public  Health  Services’  require¬ 
ments  because  of  psitticosis  with  an  ad¬ 
ditional  30-day  isolation  period  under 
Department  control  at  U.S.  port  of  entry. 
Facilities  for  30-day  isolation  not  re¬ 
quired  to  meet  design  criteria  but  must 
be  approved  by  the  Department.  Facili¬ 
ties  overseas  must  be  approved  by  De¬ 
partment  veterinary  inspectors. 

(4)  No  species  of  mynah  birds  were 
specified  in  the  proposal  of  January  21. 
The  above  amendments  are  limited  to 
the  Greater  and  Lesser  Hill  mynahs 
(Granula  Linnaeus  1758  and  Eulabes 
Cuvier  1817). 

(5)  Certification  of  freedom  from  dis¬ 
ease  and  exposure  thereto  for  90  days 
prior  to  export  rather  than  60  days. 

(6)  Hemagglutination  inhibition  test¬ 
ing  required  during  foreign  quarantine 
and  may  be  required  in  U.S.  isolation 
period. 

(7)  U.S.  ports  of  entry  for  psittacine 
and  msmah  birds  limited  to  New  York, 
Miami,  San  Ysidro,  Los  Angeles,  Seattle, 
Honolulu,  and  through  Detroit,  Mich., 
and  Buffalo.  N.Y.,  from  Canada  only. 

(8)  Restrictions  not  placed  on  other 
nonregulated  species  of  imported  birds. 

(9)  Section  92.8  is  amended  to  require 
port-of -entry  isolation. 

(10)  Required  inspection  of  hatching 
eggs,  and  newly  hatched  poultry,  and 
poultry  for  slaughter  from  Canada  and 
Mexico  removed. 

(11)  Requires  port-of-entry  inspection 
of  poultry  and  birds  from  Central  Amer¬ 
ica  and  West  Indies. 

The  amendments  reflect  changes  made 
pursuant  to  various  suggestions  and 
comments  received  from  importers,  dis¬ 
tributors,  and  other  interested  persons. 
As  pointed  out  above,  it  is  essential  in 
ord^r  to  adequately  protect  the  poultry 
of  the  United  States  that  the  foregoing 
restrictions  on  the  importation  of  m3mah 
and  psittacine  birds  be  placed  in  effect 
promptly.  Under  the  administrative  pro¬ 
cedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  fmther  pub¬ 
lic  proceedings  on  the  amendments  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  good  cause  is  foimd  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  amendments  effective  less  than 
30  days  after  their  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Under  the  regulations  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  in  7  CPR  l.i8,  any 
interested  person  may  file  a  petition  for 
the  amendment  or  repeal  of  any  regu- 
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lations  of  the  Department.  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  are  promptly  considered  and  peti¬ 
tioner  notified  of  the  decision  concerning 
the  petition. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  10th 
day  of  March  1972. 

F.  J.  Mulhern, 
Administrator, 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Service. 

[FR  Doc.7a-4034  Filed  3-15-72; 8: 65  am] 


PART  94 — RINDERPEST,  FOOT-AND- 
MOUTH  DISEASE,  FOWL  PEST 
(FOWL  PLAGUE),  NEWCASTLE  DIS¬ 
EASE  (AVIAN  PNEUMOENCEPHA¬ 
LITIS),  AND  AFRICAN  SWINE 
FEVER:  PROHIBITED  AND  RE¬ 
STRICTED  IMPORTATIONS 

Deletion  of  France  From  List  of  Coun¬ 
tries  Where  African  Swine  Fever 
Exists 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
2  of  the  Act  of  February  2.  1903,  as 
amended  (21  U.S.C.  111),  the  introduc¬ 
tory  paragraph  of  $  94.8  of  Part  94,  Title 
9,  CJode  of  Federal  RegulatiMis,  which  re¬ 
lates  to  the  importation  of  pork  and  pork 
products  from  countries  where  African 
swine  fever  exists,  is  hereby  amended  by 
deleting  Prance  from  the  list  of  coimtries 
where  such  disease  exists.  As  amended, 
the  introductory  paragraph  of  §  94.8 
reads  as  follows: 

§  94.8  Pork  and  pork  prodiiriH  from 
rountries  where  African  fiwine  fever 
exists. 

African  swine  fever  is  potentially  the 
most  dangerous  and  destructive  of 
all  communicable  swine  diseases.  The 
causative  virus  is  highly  virulent  and  may 
be  present  in  pork  and  pork  products 
originating  in  countries  where  the  dis¬ 
ease  exists.  The  only  known  practical 
^method  of  destroying  the  contagion  of 
the  disease  in  pork  and  pork  products 
is  by  heat  treatment.  In  view  of  these 
circumstances  and  in  order  to  prevent 
the  introduction  and  dissemination  of 
the  contagion  of  African  swine  fever,  the 
regulations  in  this  section  are  promul¬ 
gated  with  re;^)ect  to  the  importation  of 
pork  and  pork  products  from  the  follow¬ 
ing  coimtries  where  the  disease  exists: 

AU  countries  of  Africa. 

Cuba. 

Italy. 

Portugal.  ^ 

Spain. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(Sec.  2,  32  Stat.  792,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C. 
Ill;  29  F.R.  16210,  as  amended,  36  Fit.  20707) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  upon  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register  (3-18- 
72). 

The  foregoing  amendment  deletes 
Prance  from  the  list  of  countries  where 
African  swine  fever  exists.  The  restric¬ 
tions  contained  in  S  94.8  of  9  C7FR  Part 
94  applicable  to  countries  where  such 


disease  exists,  will  no  longer  apply  to 
Prance.  The  importatiop  of  pork  and 
pork  products  from  Prance  will  continue 
to  be  subject  to  the  prohibitions  pertain¬ 
ing  to  meat  products  from  coipitries,  in¬ 
cluding  Pi-ance,  where  rinderpest  and 
foot-and-mouth  disease  have  been  de¬ 
clared  to  exist,  as  set  forth  in  §  94.1 
through  94.7. 

The  amendment  relieves  certain  re¬ 
strictions  presently  imposed  and  must  be 
made  effective  immediately  to  be  of  max¬ 
imum  benefit  to  affected  persons.  This 
Department  has  investigate  the  disease 
conditions  in  France  and  it  does  not 
appear  that  additional  information 
would  be  made  available  by  public  par¬ 
ticipation  in  a  rule  making  proceeding. 
Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  reflect  to 
the  amendment  are  impracticable  and 
unnecessary,  and  the  amendment  may 
be  made  effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  March  1972. 

P.  J.  Mulhern, 
Administrator, 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Service. 

|FR  Doc.72-4036  Filed  3-15-72;  8: 56  a.m.J 

Title  13— BUSINESS  CREDIT 
AND  ASSISTANCE 

Chapter  I — Small  Business 
Administration 

[Rev.  11,  Arndt.  2] 

PART  121— SMALL  BUSINESS  SIZE 
STANDARDS 

Definition  of  Small  Business  for  SBA 
Loans 

On  February  19,  1972,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (37  F.R. 
3768)  a  notice  that  the  Small  Business 
Administration  proposed  to  amend  the 
definition  of  a  small  business  for  the 
purpose  of  SBA  loans  by  revising  the 
procedure  for  determining  the  size  status 
of  an  applicant  concern  which  is  affili¬ 
ated  with  one  or  more  concerns  engaged 
in  industries  subject  to  size  standards 
different  than  that  of  the  applicant,  but 
which  primarily  sell  to  members  of  the 
affiliate  group. 

Interested  parties  were  given  fifteen 
(15)  days  in  which  to  comment  on  the 
proposal.  No  significant  adverse  com¬ 
ment  has  been  received  and  accordingly 
§  121.3-10  of  Part  121  of  Chapter  I  of 
Title  13  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  hereby  amended  by  revising  the 
fourth  and  sixth  sentences  thereof  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  121.3—10  Definition  of  ^mall  bu>incM!< 
for  SBA  loans. 

*  •  *  If  an  applicant  for  an  SBA  loan 
lias  external-operating  affiliates  (i.e. 
affiliates  which  are  primarily  engaged  in 


selling  to  the  general  public  or  to  con¬ 
cerns  other  than  the  applicant  concern 
or  an  affiliate  thereof)  and  such 
external-operating  affiliates  are  engaged 
in  industries  subject  to  size  standards 
different  than  that  of  the  applicant  con¬ 
cern,  the  applicant  concern’s  size  status 
shall  be  determined  by  computing  the 
percentage  that  the  size  of  the  applicant 
concern  including  any  internal-operating 
affiliates  (i.e.  affiliates  primarily  engaged 
in  selling  to  the  applicant  or  an  affiliate 
thereof)  is  of  the  size  standard  for  the 
industry  in  which  the  applicant  together 
with  its  internal -operating  affiliates  is 
primarily  engaged;  and  adding  to  it  the 
percentage  that  the  size  of  each  of  its 
external-operating  affiliates  is  primarily 
engaged.  *  •  •  If  a  concern,  including 
its  internal-operating  affiliates  if  any.  is 
engaged  in  more  than  one  industry,  the 
applicable  size  standard  shall  be  that  for 
its  primary  industry.  In  determining 
which  of  the  industries  is  the  primary 
industry,  consideration  shall  be  given  to 
these  criteria  among  others:  distribu¬ 
tion  among  such  industries  of  receipts, 
employment,  and  costs  of  doing  busi¬ 
ness.  •  •  • 

*  «  •  •  • 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  on  March  8,  1972. 

Dated:  March  8. 1972. 

Thomas  S.  Kleppe, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.72-3989  Filed  3-15-72; 8: 51  am] 

Title  14— AERONAUTICS 
AND  SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Transportation 

[Docket  No.  11201,  Arndt.  39-1409] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Hawker  Siddeley  Model  DH— 125 
Airplanes 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviatirm  Regulations  to  Include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  the 
replacement  of  Modificaticm  252052  seals, 
used  in  the  winds*-  de-icing  hand- 
pump,  with  pre-..iodificatlon  252052 
seals,  or  the  r^lacement  of  the  hand- 
pump  with  a  handpump  containing  pre- 
Modification  252052  seals,  on  Hawker 
Siddeley  Model  DH-125  airplanes  modi¬ 
fied  in  accordance  with  Hawker  Siddeley 
Modification  252052,  was  published  in  36 
F.R.  12910  on  July  9, 1971. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportiml^  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment.  No  objections 
were  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89), 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 
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Hawker  Siddeley  Aviation.  Applies  to  Models 
DH.125-1A,  -lA/522,  -1A/B-S22,  -lA/S- 
622,  -3A,  -3A/R.  -3A/RA,  and  -400A  air¬ 
planes  which  have  been  modified  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Hawker  Siddeley  Modifi¬ 
cation  252052. 

To  prevent  possible  seizure  of  the  wind¬ 
screen  de-icing  handpump  No.  M.2604,  with¬ 
in  the  next  100  hours’  time  in  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless  already 
accomplished,  accomplish  either  of  the 
following: 

(a)  Modify  the  pump  by  replacing  the 
washers  and  seal  with  pre-Modification 
252052  parts  in  accordance  with  Hawker  Sid¬ 
deley  Service  Bulletin  No.  30-24-(2194), 
dated  December  23,  1970,  or  later  ARB- 
approved  issue  or  FAA-approved  equivalent; 
or 

(b)  Replace  the  pump  with  a  new  pump 
No.  M.2601/1  in  accordance  with  Hawker 
Siddeley  Service  Bulletin  No.  30-24-(2194), 
dated  December  23,  1970,  or  later  ARB- 
approved  issue  or  FAA-approved  equivalent. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
April  15,  1972. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec.  6 

(c).  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
D.S.C.  1656(c)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
9.  1972, 

James  F.  Rudolph, 

Director. 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-3967  Filed  3-16-72;8:48  am] 


]  Docket  No.  11409,  Arndt.  39-1408] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Hawker  Siddeley  Model  DH— 114 
Series  2  “Heron"  Airplanes 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  the 
replacement  of  the  two  main  air  reservoir 
assemblies,  P/N  C.51626,  with  new  as¬ 
semblies,  P/N  SAS.388-001,  which  con¬ 
tain  new  air  bottles,  P/N  BAT.  205-001, 
by  June  1,  1972,  on  Hawker  Siddeley 
Model  DH-114  Series  2  “Heron”  air¬ 
planes  was  published  in  36  F.R.  18532  on 
September  16,  1971. 

Interested  piersons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  amendment.  No  objections 
were  received.  However,  a  reference  to 
the  current  service  bulletin  has  been  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  parenthetical  note  at  the 
end  of  the  AD,  and  the  phrase  “manu¬ 
factured  from  improved  material”  has 
been  deleted  from  paragraph  (a)  of  the 
AD  inasmuch  as  the  phrase  is  superfluous 
and  might  cause  confusion.  Since  these 
revisions  are  editorial  in  nature  and  pro¬ 
vide  an  updated  reference,  and  impose 
no  additional  burden  on  any  person, 
notice  and  public  procedure  therewi  are 
unnecessary  and  the  amendment  may  be 
adopted  as  revised. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89), 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 


Hawker  Siddeley  Aviation,  I/td.  Applies  to 
Hawker  Siddeley  Model  DH-114  Series  2 
•’Heron"  airplanes. 

Compliance  Is  required  on  or  before  June  1, 
1972. 

To  prevent  possible  failure  of  the  air 
bottles,  P/N  B.2994,  used  in  the  two  main  air 
reservoir  assemblies,  P/N  C.61626,  of  the 
pneumatic  system,  replace  the  main  air 
reservoir  assemblies,  P/N  C.61626,  located  In 
the  fuselage  nose  with  serviceable  assemblies, 
P/N  SAS.388-001,  containing  air  bottles  P/N 
BAT.206-001. 

(Hawker  Siddeley  Technical  News  Sheet, 
Series:  Heron  (114)  No.  S.7.,  issues  1  and  2, 
dated  June  21,  1971,  and  September  28,  1971, 
respectively,  cover  this  same  subject.) 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
April  15,  1972. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423;  sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  9,  1972. 

James  F.  Rudolph, 

Director, 

Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.72-3968  Filed  3-15-72;8:48  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-AIj-4] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Designation  and  Revocation  of 
Reporting  Points 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  designate  John  Day,  OR., 
VORTAC  as  a  low  and  high  altitude  re¬ 
porting  point  and  revoke  the  Nenabank, 
AK.,  intersection  reporting  point. 

It  has  been  determined  that  there  is 
a  requirement  for  the  designation  of  the 
John  Day  VORTAC  as  a  high  and  low 
altitude  reporting  point  to  provide  a 
position  check  on  air  traffic  opierating  via 
this  facility.  In  addition,  it  has  also  been 
determined  that  the  Nenabank  Intersec¬ 
tion  is  no  longer  required  for  air  traffic 
control  purposes.  Accordingly,  action  is 
being  taken  herein  to  designate  the  John 
Day  reporting  points  and  revoke  the 
Nenabank  Intersection  reporting  point. 

Since  these  amendments  are  minor  in 
nature  and  no  substantive  change  in  the 
regulation  is  effected,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  May  25, 
1972,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  Section  71.203  (37  F.R.  2311)  is 
amended  by  adding:  “John  Day,  OR.” 

2.  Section  71.207  (37  PH.  2318)  is 
amended  by  adding:  “John  Day,  OR.” 

3.  Section  71,211  (37  P.R.  2323)  Is 
amended  by  revoking:  “Nenabank  INT:” 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  49 
U.S.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
•rransportatlon  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  March 
10,  1972. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Chief.  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
(FR  Doc.72-3969  FUed  3-15-72;8:48  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  71-NE-ll] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES, 
CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  RE¬ 
PORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

On  pages  1408  and  1409  of  the  Federal 
Register  dated  January  28,  1972,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pub¬ 
lished  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
which  would  redesignate  the  Whitefleld, 
N.H.,  700-foot  transition  area  (37  F.R. 
2304)  and  designate  a  new  Whitefleld, 
N.H.,  1,200-foot  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  is  set  forth 
below. 

In  view  of  the  following,  the  proposed 
regulations  are  hereby  adopted  effective 
0901  G.m.t.,  May  25,  1972. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
49  U.S.C.  1348;  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Mass.,  on 
March  6,  1972. 

Ferris  J.  Howland, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 

1.  Amend  §  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  regulations  so  as  to  de¬ 
lete  the  description  of  the  Whitefleld, 
N.H.,  700-foot  floor  transition  area  and 
insert  the  following  in  lieu  thereof: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface,  within  an  arc  of  a 
25.6>mile  radius  circle  centered  on  the  White- 
field,  N.H.  Regional  Airport  (44'21'63''  N., 
71  *33 '07''  W.)  extending  clockwise  between 
the  012*  and  160*  bearings  from  the  White- 
field  Airport;  within  an  arc  of  a  29.5-mile 
radius  circle  centered  on  the  Whitefield  Air¬ 
port  extending  clockwise  between  the  160* 
and  218*  bearings  from  the  Whitefield  Air¬ 
port;  within  an  arc  of  a  12.6-mile  radius 
circle  centered  on  the  Whitefield  Airport  ex¬ 
tending  clockwise  between  the  218*  and  294* 
bearings  from  the  Whitefield  Airport;  within 
an  arc  of  a  24-mlle  radius  circle  centered  on 
the  Whitefield  Airport  extending  clockwise 
between  the  294*  and  337*  bearings  from  the 
Whitefield  Airport;  within  an  arc  of  a  17-mlle 
radius  circle  centered  on  the  Whitefield  Air¬ 
port  extending  clockwise  between  the  337* 
and  012*  bearings  from  the  Whitefield  Air¬ 
port;  within  3.5  miles  each  side  of  the  267* 
bearing  from  the  Dalton,  N.H.  NDB  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  12.S-mile  radius  area  to  11.6 
miles  west  of  the  NDB,  excluding  that  air¬ 
space  contained  within  the  Berlin,  N.H.  and 
North  Conway,  N.H.  transition  areas. 

2.  Amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  Whitefleld,  N.H.,  1,200-foot 
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floor  transition  area  described  as 
follows: 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1^00 
feet  above  the  surface  within  6  miles  each 
side  of  a  direct  line  extending  from  the  Dal¬ 
ton.  N.H.  NDB  (44*21'43''  N.,  71*41'08''  W.) 
to  the  North  Conway,  N.H.  NDB  (44*01'26'' 
N.,  71*06'69"  W.);  within  5  miles  each  side 
of  a  direct  line  extending  from  the  Dalton, 
N.H.  NDB  to  the  Newport.  Vt.  NDB  (44*57' 
10"  N.,  72*10'40"  W.);  within  6  miles  each 
side  of  a  direct  line  extending  from  the  Dal¬ 
ton.  N.H.  NDB  to  the  Montpelier,  Vt.  VOR; 
within  6  miles  each  side  of  a  direct  line  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Dalton,  N.H.  NDB  to  the 
Lebanon,  N.H.  VOR;  and  within  4.6  miles 
north  and  0.5  miles  south  of  the  267*  bearing 
from  the  Dalton,  N.H.  NDB  extending  from 
the  Dalton,  N.H.  NDB  to  a  point  18.5  miles 
west,  excluding  those  portions  that  coincide 
with  the  Burlington,  Vt.  and  Lebanon,  N.H. 
1,200-foot  transition  areas. 

(FR  Doc.72-3060  FUed  3-15-72:8:48  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  72-WA-8] 

PART  75— ESTABLISHMENT  OF  JET 
ROUTES  AND  AREA  HIGH  ROUTES 

Changes  to  Waypoints 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Part  75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  make  minor  corrections  to  sev¬ 
eral  existing  waypoints  and  to  add  two 
new  waypoints  for  the  purpose  of  im¬ 
proving  navigational  guidance. 

Since  these  changes  are  minor  in  na- 
'  ture  and  no  substantive  change  in  the 
regulations  is  effected,  notice  tuid  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
75  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  upon  publication  in 
I  the  Federal  Register  (3-16-72) ,  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

Section  75.400  (37  F.R.  2400,  2500)  is 
I  amended  as  follows: 

I  a.  In  J855R  all  before  “Volcano,  NM. 
i  35  06  22/106  39  29  Socorro,  NM.”  is  de- 
;  leted  and  “Wichita  Falls.  TX.  33  59  14/98 
!  35  35  Wichita  Falls.  TX..  CroweU,  TX. 

\  34  08  33/99  45  50  Wichita  Falls,  TX.,  Tex- 

ico,  NM.  34  29  42/102  50  21  Texioo,  NM.. 
Palma.  NM.  34  54  19/105  18  29  Las  Vegas, 
NM.“  is  substituted  therefor. 

'  b.  In  J858R  “Porter.  KS.  39  18  03/94 
^  59  53  Kansas  CTity,  MO.”  is  deleted  and 

“Potter.  KS.  39  18  03/94  59  53  Kansas 
City,  Mo.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

.  c.  In  J861R  “Elroy,  AZ.  32  46  04/111  37 
04  Phoenix,  AZ.”  is  deleted  and  “Eloy,  AZ. 
I  32  46  04/111  37  04  Phoenix.  AZ.”  is  sub- 
I  stituted  therefor. 

{  d.  In  J901R  “Seattle.  WA.  47  26  08/122 
18  30  Yakima,  WA.”  is  deleted  and  “Seat- 
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tie,  WA.  47  26  08/122  18  30  Seattle,  WA.” 
is  substituted  therefor. 

e.  In  J903R  “Seal  Beach,  CA.  33  47 
05/118  03  03  Oceanside,  CA.”  is  deleted 
and  “Seal  Beach,  CA.  33  47  00/118  03  14 
Oceanside,  CA.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

f.  In  J904R  “Kingston,  AZ.  35  40  57/ 
115  40  43  Las  Vegas,  NV.”  is  deleted  and 
“Kingston,  CA.  35  40  57/115  40  43  Las 
Vegas,  NV.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

g.  In  J935R  “Albuquerque,  NM.  35  02 
38/106  48  57  Albuquerque,  NM.”  is  deleted 
and  “Albuquerque,  NM.  35  02  38/106  48 
57  Socorro,  NM.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

h.  In  J936R  “Mora,  NM.  35  52  40/105 
18  54  Las  Vegas,  NV.”  is  deleted  and 
“Mora.  NM.  35  52  40/105  18  54  Las  Vegas, 
NM.”  is  substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1058, 
49  U.S.C.  1348(a);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Tranq;>ortatlon  Act,  40  U.S.C.  1655(c)) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  10,  1972. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Chief,  Airspace  and 
Air  Trafflc  Rules  Ditrision. 

[FR  Doc.72-3961  FUed  3-15-72:8:48  am] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  19— CHEESES,  PROCESSED 
CHEESES,  CHEESE  FOODS,  CHEESE 
SPREADS,  AND  RELATED  FOODS 

Identity  Standards:  Anhydrous  Milk- 
fat  and  Dehydrated  Cream  as  Op¬ 
tional  Ingredients 

In  the  matter  of  amending  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  identity  for  pasteurized  process 
cheese,  pasteurized  process  cheese  food, 
pasteurized  process  cheese  spread, 
pasteurized  neufchatel  cheese  spread 
with  other  foods,  and  cold-pack  cheese 
food  (21  CFR  19.750,  19.765,  19.775, 
19.783,  and  19.787) : 

A  notice  of  postposed  rule  making  in 
the  above-identified  matter  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Oc¬ 
tober  9,  1971  (36  F.R.  19703)  based  on 
a  petition  filed  by  the  National  Cheese 
Institute,  Inc.,  110  North  Franklin 
Street,  Chicago.  HI.  60606,  to  provide  for 
the  optional  use  of  anhydrous  mllkfat 
and  dehydrated  cream  as  ingredients. 
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Two  comments  were  received  in  re- 
sp>onse  to  the  proposal.  Those  comment¬ 
ing  opposed  use  of  anhydrous  milkfat 
and  dehydrated  cream  in  process  cheese 
products,  stating  that  such  ingredients 
have  a  limited  shelf  life,  are  not  health¬ 
ful.  and  would  cheaE>en  the  finished  food. 
No  data  were  submitted  by  those  com¬ 
menting  to  support  their  position.  The 
petition  included  supporting  informa¬ 
tion  which  showed,  among  other  things, 
that  the  requested  high-quality,  Ibw- 
moisture,  high-fat  products  are  more 
stable,  retain  their  wholesomeness 
longer,  and  are  less  subject  to  deteriora¬ 
tion  in  storage  than  the  presently  per¬ 
mitted  fluid  cream.  Further,  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  identity  presently  permit  the  fat 
content  of  the  final  process  cheese  prod¬ 
ucts  to  be  adjusted  upward  with  cream; 
the  requested  products,  derived  from 
cream,  will  be  alternatively  used  for  a 
similar  purpose  with  no  cheapening  of 
the  product.  The  Commissioner  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  position  of  the  peti¬ 
tioner  is  supported. 

On  the  basis  of  information  submitted 
in  the  petition,  the  comments  received, 
and  other  relevant  information,  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  con¬ 
cludes  that  the  adoption  of  the  proposal 
will  promote  honesty  and  fair  dealing 
and  that  it  will  be  in  the  interest  of 
consumers  to  amend  the  standards  of 
identity  for  pasteurized  process  cheese 
(§  19.750),  pasteurized  process  cheese 
food  \!  19.765),  pasteurized  process 
cheese  spread  (§  19.775),  pasteurized 
neufchatel  cheese  spread  with  other 
foods  (§  19.783),  and  cold-pack  cheese 
food  (§  19.787)  to  provide  for  the  op¬ 
tional  use  of  anhydrous  milkfat  and  de¬ 
hydrated  cream  as  ingredients. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  401,  701,  52  Stat.  1046,  1055, 
as  amended  70  Stat.  919,  72  Stat.  948; 
21  U.S.C.  341,  371)  and  under  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  2.120) :  It  is  ordered.  That  Part 
19  be  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  19.750(d)  by  revising  subpara¬ 
graph  (2)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  19.750  Pasteurized  process  cheese; 
identity;  label  statement  of  optional 
ingredients. 

•  •  *  *  • 

(d)  •  *  • 

(2)  Cream,  anhydrous  milkfat,  de¬ 
hydrated  cream,  or  any  combination  of 
two  or  more  of  these,  in  such  quantity 
that  the  weight  of  the  fat  derived  there- 
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from  is  less  than  5  percent  of  the  weight 
of  the  pasteurized  process  cheese. 

•  •  «  •  • 

2.  In  §  19.765  by  revising  paragraph 
(d)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  19.765  Pasteurized  process  cheese 
food ;  identity ;  label  statement  of  op¬ 
tional  infH'edients. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(d)  The  optional  dairy  ingredients 
referred  to  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  are  cream,  milk,  skim  milk, 
cheese  whey,  any  of  the  foregoing  from 
which  part  of  toe  water  has  been  re¬ 
moved,  anhydrous  milkfat,  dehydrated 
cream,  albumin  from  cheese  whey,  and 
skim  milk  cheese  for  manufacturing. 

•  •  «  •  « 

3.  In  §  19.775  by  revising  paragraph 
(d)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  19.775  Pasteurized  process  cheese 
spread;  identity;  label  statement  of 
optional  ingredients. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(d)  The  optional  dairy  ingredients 
referred  to  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  are  cream,  milk,  skim  milk,  cheese 
whey,  any  of  the  foregoing  from  which 
part  of  the  water  has  been  removed, 
anhydrous  milkfat,  dehydrated  cream, 
albumin  from  cheese  whey,  and  skim 
milk  cheese  for  manufacturing. 

•  «  •  »  ♦ 

4.  In  §  19.783(b)  by  revising  subpara¬ 
graph  (5)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  19.783  Pasteurized  neufchatel  cheese 
spread  with  other  foods;  identity; 
label  statement  of  optional  ingredi. 
ents. 

•  «  •  ♦  « 

(b)  *  •  • 

(5)  Cream,  milk,  skim  milk,  cheese 
whey,  any  of  the  foregoing  from  which 
part  of  toe  water  has  been  removed, 
anhydrous  milkfat,  dehydrated  cream, 
and  albumin  from  cheese  whey. 

*  •  •  *  • 

5.  In  §  19.787  by  revising  paragraph 
(d)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  19.787  Cold-pack  cheese  food;  iden¬ 
tity;  label  statement  of  optional  in¬ 
gredients. 

*  •  •  *  * 

(d)  The  optional  dairy  ingredients 
referred  to  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  are:  Cream,  milk,  skim  milk,  cheese 
whey,  any  of  the  foregoing  from  which 
part  of  the  water  has  been  removed, 
anhydrous  milkfat,  dehydrated  cream, 
skim  milk  cheese  for  manufacturing,  and 
albumin  from  cheese  whey.  All  optional 


dairy  ingredients  used  in  cold-pack 
cheese  food  are  pasteurized  or  made  from 
products  that  have  been  pasteurized. 

•  •  •  •  • 

6.  Due  to  cross-referencing,  the 
amendments  herein  to  the  above  cited 
cheese  standards  have  the  effect  of  also 
amending  §§  19.751, 19.755, 19.760, 19.763, 
19.770,  19.776,  19.780,  19.781,  and  19.788. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  toe  foregoing  order  may  at 
any  time  within  30  days  after  its  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  toe  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 
20852,  written  objections  thereto.  Objec¬ 
tions  shall  show  wherein  toe  person  filing 
will  be  adversely  affected  by  the  order 
and  specify  with  particularity  toe  provi¬ 
sions  of  toe  order  deemed  objectionable 
and  toe  groimds  for  toe  objections.  If  a 
hearing^  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  toe  issues  for  the  hearing  and  such 
objections  must  be  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  justify  toe  relief 
sought.  Objections  may  be  accompanied 
by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in  support 
thereof.  All  documents  shall  be  filed  in 
six  copies.  Received  objections  may  be 
seen  in  the  above  office  during  working 
hoiu^,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  60  days  after  its  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register,  except 
as  to  any  provisions  that  may  be  stayed 
by  the  filing  of  proper  objections.  Notice 
of  toe  filing  of  objections  or  lack  thereof 
will  be  given  by  publication  in  toe  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

(Secs.  401,  701,  52  Stat.  1046,  1055,  as 
amended  70  Stat.  919,  72  Stat.  948;  21  U.S.C. 
341,  371) 

Dated:  March  9, 1972. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-3953  PUed  3-15-72:8:51  am) 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  D — Food  Additives  Permitted 
in  Food  for  Human  Consumption 

Yellow  Prussiate  of  Soda 

Section  121.1032  of  toe  food  additive 
regulations  (21  CFR  121.1032)  provides 
for  the  use  of  yellow  prussiate  of  soda  as 
an  anticaking  agent  in  salt  at  levels  not 
to  exceed  5  parts  per  million,  except  that 
it  may  be  used  at  levels  not  to  exceed  13 
parts  per  million  in  fine  salt. 


The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
has  evaluated  the  data  in  a  petition 
(FAP  1A2642)  filed  by  the  Salt  Institute, 
206  North  Washington  Street,  Alex¬ 
andria,  Va.  22314,  and  other  relevant  ma¬ 
terial  and  concludes  that  the  food  addi¬ 
tive  regulations  should  be  amended  to 
provide  for  toe  use  of  yellow  prussiate  of 
soda  as  an  anticaking  agent  in  all  grades 
of  dry  salt  for  human  consiunption  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  13  parts  per  mil¬ 
lion.  These  data  show  that  intermediate 
sizes  of  salt  larger  than  fine  salt  but 
smaller  than  “salt”  (granular  salt)  re¬ 
quire  more  than  5  parts  per  million  but 
not  in  excess  of  13  pa^  per  million 
yellow  prussiate  of  soda  to  accomplish 
the  intended  anticaking  effect. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21 
U.S.C.  348(c)(1))  and  imder  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  (21  CFR 
2.120),  §  121.1032  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  121.1032  Yellow  prussiate  of  soda. 

(a)  The  food  additive  yellow  prussiate 
of  soda  (sodium  ferrocyanide  decahy- 
drate;  Na.FE(CNo.lOHi.O)  contains  a 
minimum  of  99  percent  by  weight  of 
sodium  ferrocyanide  decahydrate. 

(b)  The  additive  is  used  or  intended 
for  use  as  an  anticaking  agent  in  salt  and 
as  an  adjuvant  in  toe  production  of  den¬ 
dritic  crystals  of  salt  in  an  amoimt 
needed  to  produce  its  intended  effect  but 
not  in  excess  of  13  parts  per  million  cal¬ 
culated  as  anhydrous  sodium  ferrocy¬ 
anide. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at 
any  time  within  30  days  after  its  dtite  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 
20852,  written  objections  thereto  in  quin- 
tuplicate.  Objections  shall  show  wherein 
the  person  filing  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  toe  order  and  specify  with 
particularity  the  provisions  of  toe  order 
deemed  objectionable  and  the  grounds 
for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is  re¬ 
quested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will  be 
granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to  justify 
the  relief  sought.  Objections  may  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in 
support  thereof.  Received  objections  may 
be  seen  in  the  above  office  during  work¬ 
ing  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  its  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  (3-16-72). 
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(Sec.  409(c)(1).  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(C)(1)) 

Dated:  March  8, 1972. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
ior  Compliance. 
(FR  Doc.72-4002  Filed  3-15-72;8;51  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  C — DRUGS 

PART  131— INTERPRETATIVE  STATE¬ 
MENTS  RE  WARNINGS  ON  DRUGS 

AND  DEVICES  FOR  OVER-THE- 

COUNTER  SALE 

part  144 — ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS;  EX¬ 
EMPTIONS  FROM  LABELING  AND 

CERTIFICATION  REQUIREMENTS 

Glycarbylamide;  RevocaHon 

Based  on  a  notice  of  withdrawal  of 
approval  of  new  animal  drug;  applica¬ 
tions  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  September  30.  1971  (36  P.R.  19179) 
the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
concludes  that  the  antibiotic  regulations 
should  be  amended  by  revoking  provi¬ 
sions  for  the  use  of  glycarbylamide  (4,5- 
imidazole-dicarboxamide)  in  animal 
feed  supplements  for  use  in  the  preven¬ 
tion  of  outbreaks  of  coccidiosis  and  sis 
an  aid  in  stimulating  growth  in  chicken 
flocks.  In  addition,  recommended  suid 
required  warning  statements  are  deleted. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federsd  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  507,  512,  59  Stat.  463,  sis 
amended,  82  Stat.  343-51;  21  U.S.C.  357, 
360b)  and  imder  authority  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120),  Parts 
131  and  144  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  131.20  Drugs  for  veterinary 
use;  recommended  warning  and  caution 
statements:  The  entry  “Glycarbylamide 
For  Poultry”  smd  the  warning  statement 
following  it  is  deleted. 

2.  In  §  131.21  Drugs  for  veterinary 
use;  warning  and  caution  statements  re¬ 
quired  by  regulations:  Under  the  first 
entry,  “Animal  Feed  Containing  Penicil¬ 
lin,  Streptomycin,  *  *  the  listing 
for  “Olycsu-bylamide”  smd  the  warning 
statement  that  follows  is  deleted. 

3.  In  §  144.26  Animal  feed  containing 
certifiable  antibiotic  drugs  is  amended  in 
paragraph  (b)  by  revoking  subpara¬ 
graph  (37). 

Within  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  smy 
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person  who  will  be  adversely  affected  by 
the  removal  of  smy  such  drug  from  the 
market  may  file  objections  to  this  order 
stating  resisonable  groimds  for  their  ob¬ 
jections  smd  may  request  a  hearing  on 
such  objections.  Objections  smd  requests 
for  a  hearing  should  be  filed  in  quintupli- 
cate  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  smd  Welfare, 
Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lsme,  Rockville, 
Md.  20852.  Objections  and  requests  for 
a  hearing  which  are  received  in  response 
to  this  order  may  be  seen  in  the  above 
office  during  business  hours,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shsiU  become 
effective  40  days  after  its  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register.  If  objec¬ 
tions  are  filed,  the  effective  date  will  be 
extended  for  a  ruling  thereon. 

(Secs.  507,  512,  59  Stat.  463,  as  amended.  82 
Stat.  343-51;  21  U.S.C.  357,  360b) 

Dated:  March  8. 1972. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-3954  Filed  3-15-72;8:61  am] 


Title  26— INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Chapter  I — Internal  Revenue  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
SUBCHAPTER  A — INCOME  TAX 
ITD.  7168] 

part  1— income  TAX;  TAXABLE 
YEARS  BEGINNING  AFTER  DECEM¬ 
BER  31,  1953 

Information  To  Be  Furnished  With  Re¬ 
spect  to  Qualified  and  Nonqualified 
Plans  of  Deferred  Compensation; 
Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.72-3582  appearing  at  page 
5024  in  the  issue  of  Thui^ay,  March  9, 
1972,  the  following  change  should  be 
made: 

The  date  “December  3, 1971”  appearing 
in  the  ninth  line  of  paragraph  (i)  of 
§  1.404(a)-2  should  read  “December  31, 
1971.” 

James  F.  Dring, 

Director, 

Legislation  and  Regulations  Division. 
[FR  Doc.72-4050  Piled  3-15-72;8:54  am] 
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Title  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  I — Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense 

SUBCHAPTER  M — MISCELLANEOUS 

PART  276— SOLICITATION  AND  SALE 
OF  INSURANCE  ON  DEPARTMENT 
OF  DEFENSE  INSTALLATIONS 

PART  278— MOTOR  VEHICLE 
LIABILITY  INSURANCE 

The  Secretary  of  Defense  approved  the 
consolidation  of  Parts  276  and  278  on 
January  21,  1972: 

Sec. 

276.1  Reissuance  and  purpose. 

276.2  Objective  and  scope. 

276.3  ApplicabUity  and  terms. 

276.4  General  policies  and  responsibilities. 

276.5  Definitions. 

276.6  Policies  on  life  Insurance  and  accredi¬ 

tation  procedures. 

276.7  Policies  on  general  forms  of  Instirance. 

Authoritt  :  The  provisions  of  this  Part  276 
issued  under  5  U.S.C.  301. 

§  276.1  Keis.«iuanre  and  purpose. 

This  part  establishes  standards  of  con¬ 
duct  in  soliciting  and  selling  all  types  of 
insurance  on  DOD  installations.  It  con¬ 
tinues  the  established  annual  DOD  ac¬ 
creditation  requirement  for  life  insurance 
companies  operating  in  overseas  areas. 

§  276.2  Objective  and  scope. 

(a)  The  policies  and  procedures  con¬ 
tained  in  this  part  are  designed  to  (1) 
promote  uniformity  of  approach  in  the 
conduct  of  insurance  solicitations  and 
sales  to  military  personnel  on  DOD  in¬ 
stallations  on  a  worldwide  basis,  and  (2) 
initiate  protective  measures  for  DOD  in¬ 
stallations  where  neither  Federal  nor 
State  consumer  protection  policies 
govern. 

(b)  It  sets  forth  (1)  limitations  in 
soliciting  the  sale  of  insurance  to  person¬ 
nel  on  DOD  installations:  (2)  standards 
governing  the  conduct  of  (i)  DOD  per¬ 
sonnel  when  permitted  to  act  in  the 
capacity  of  insurance  agents,  and  (ii) 
insurance  companies,  insurers  and 
agents;  and  (iii)  policies  on  the  use  of 
military  perscMinel  allotments  in  payment 
of  premiums  for  life  insurance. 

§  276.3  Applicability  and  terni8. 

(a)  The  provisions  of  this  part  apply 
to  the  Military  Departmmts  and  the 
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Unified  and  Specified  Commands  (here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  'M>llectively  as  “DOD 
Components”) .  This  part  will  be  distrib¬ 
uted  to  Defense  Agencies,  the  Organi¬ 
zation  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff  and 
the  Offices  of  the  Secretary  of  Defense 
for  information  and  guidance. 

(b)  Terms  related  to  life  insurance 
are  defined  in  §  276.5. 

§  276.4  General  policies  and  responsi¬ 
bilities. 

(a)  DOD  Components  will  develop 
sound  internal  insurance  programs  which 
are  suitably  underwritten  to  meet  the 
varying  requirements  of  perscxinel  under 
their  jurisdiction.  These  programs  will  be 
supported  by  implementing  instructions 
which  are  consistent  with  the  following 
general  policies;  the  provisimis  of  8§  276.6 
and  276.7;  and  Part  43  of  this  ch84>ter. 

(1)  Solicitation:  The  conduct  of  all 
insurance  business  on  DOD  installatimis 
shall  be  by  specific  appointment  and. 
where  feasible,  with  disinterested  third- 
party  counseling  provided,  interviewing 
hours  set  aside  and  facilities  supplied. 
The  solicitation  provisions  of  Part  43  of 
this  chapter,  as  implemented  by  the  Mili¬ 
tary  Departments,  will  govern  in  all  sales 
of  insurance  on  DOD  installations. 

( 2 )  Accreditation  standards  prescribed 
for  insurance  companies  operating  on 
DOD  installations  will  be  consistent  with 
Federal,  State,  and  other  appropriate 
insurance  statutes.  In  the  absence  of 
governing  statutes,  DOD  Components 
will  apply  the  standards  outlined  in 
S  276.6. 

(3)  Supervision;  The  offering  and  sale 
of  insurance  to  DOD  personnel  assigned 
to  or  on  assigned  DOD  installations  will 
be  appropriately  supervised.  Particular 
emph^is  will  be  placed  on  establishing 
controls  on  regulating  the  8M;tivities  of 
former  military  personnel  conducting 
sales  on  military  installations.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  DOD  personnel  will  be  expressly 
prohibited  from  representing  any  insur¬ 
ance  company  as  an  agent  for  the  solici¬ 
tation  of  insurance  to  personnel  on  a 
military  installation  with  or  without 
compensation.  This  is  in  addition  to  the 
policies  outlined  in  Parts  40  and  43  of 
this  chapter.  The  Veterans  Administra¬ 
tion  supervises  the  Servicemen’s  Group 
Life  Insurance  (SGLI)  program.  The 
agency  will  assist  in  any  situation  in¬ 
volving  SGLI  and  may  request  coopera¬ 
tion  from  installations  in  obtaining 
information  about  individual  situations 
affecting  the  program. 
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(4)  Education  and  Orientation  Pro¬ 
grams:  DOD  Components  will  prohibit 

(i)  the  use  of  an  agent  as  a  participant 
in  any  military-sponsored  insiuance  edu¬ 
cation  or  orientation  program;  (ii)  the 
designation  of  any  agent  from  assuming 
or  using  titles  such  as  “Battalion  Insur¬ 
ance  Counselor,”  “Unit  Insurance  Ad¬ 
visor.”  “SGLI  Conversion  Consultant.” 
etc.;  and  (iii)  conditions  resulting  from 
violation  of  the  policy  of  “solicitation  by 
prior  appointment  only”  established  in 
subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph,  and 
the  following: 

(a)  The  assignment  of  desk  space  for 
Interviews  to  other  than  a  specific  pre¬ 
arranged  appointment.  During  such  ap¬ 
pointment,  the  agent  will  not  be 
permitted  to  display  desk  or  other  signs 
announcing  name  or  company  affiliation. 

(b)  The  use  of  the  “Daily  Bulletin” 
or  any  other  notice,  official  or  unofficial, 
annoimcing  the  presence  of  an  agent  and 
his  availability. 

(c)  The  distribution,  or  availability 
for  distribution,  of  literature  other  than 
to  the  person  being  interviewed. 

(5)  Equal  opportunity.  DOD  Compo¬ 
nents  will  assure  that  (i)  all  agents  are 
extended  equal  opportunity  for  inter¬ 
views  by  appointment  at  the  designated 
areas,  and  (ii)  DOD  personnel  do  not 
act  in  any  capacity  as  liaison  with  agents 
to  arrange  appointments.  (Where  space 
and  other  considerations  dictate  the  lim¬ 
iting  of  the  number  of  agents  using  the 
designated  interviewing  area,  the  DOD 
installation  commander  may  develop  and 
publish  local  policy  consistent  with  this 
concept.) 

(b)  The  DOD  Installation  Commander 
shall  deny  or  revoke  permission  to  an  in¬ 
surance  company  or  an  agent  to  solicit 
military  personnel  assigned  to  or  on  an 
installation  when  the  provisions  of  this 
part  and  Part  43  of  tois  chapter  have 
been  violated.  The  procedures  outlined 
in  Part  43  of  this  chapter  will  govern  in 
such  revocations. 

(c)  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  (Manpower  and  Reserve  Affairs) 
shall  be  responsible  for  overall  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  DOD  Insiuance  Program 
and  for  assuring  its  effective  implemen¬ 
tation  throughout  the  DOD. 

§  276.5  Deiinitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  part,  terms 
used  herein  shall  be  interpreted  as 
follows: 

(a)  Insurer.  An  insurance  company 
accredited  hereimder  by  the  DOD. 


(b)  Association.  Any  organization 
which  has  been  established,  whether  or 
not  the  word  “Association”  appears  in 
its  title,  and  which — 

(1)  Is  composed  of  and  serving  exclu¬ 
sively  members  of  the  armed  forces  of 
the  United  States  (on  active  duty,  in  a 
Reserve  status,  in  a  Retired  status,  or  in¬ 
dividuals  who  entered  into  such  asso¬ 
ciations  while  on  active  duty)  and  their 
dependents; 

(2)  Operates  either  as  a  profit  or  non¬ 
profit  organization  imder  criteria  set 
forth  in  the  Internal  Revenue  Code, 
whether  by  mail  or  through  an  agency 
sales  force,  or  both;  and 

(3)  Offers  its  members  life  Insmance 
coverage,  either  (i)  as  part  of  the  mem¬ 
bership  dues,  or  (ii)  as  a  separately  pur¬ 
chased  plan  made  available  through  an 
Insurance  Carrier  or  the  Association  as 
a  self-insurer,  or  a  combination  of  sub¬ 
divisions  (i)  and  (ii)  of  this  subpara- 
grai^ 

(c)  Insurance  carrier.  An  insurance 
company  accredited  by  the  DOD  and 
issuing  insurance  through  an  Association 
or  reinsming  or  coinsuring  such  in¬ 
surance. 

(d)  Solicitation.  The  conduct  of  a  pri¬ 
vate  business,  including  the  offering  and 
sale  of  insurance  on  a  military  installa¬ 
tion,  is  a  privilege  as  distinguished  from 
a  right,  and  the  control  of  which  is  a 
responsibility  vested  in  the  installation 
commander  subject  to  compliance  with 
this  part  and  Part  43  of  this  chapter. 

\e)  Agent.  An  individual  who  receives 
remimeration  as  a  member,  representa¬ 
tive,  or  salesman  for  an  Insurer  or  an 
Insurance  Carrier. 

(f)  Insurance  policy.  A  policy  or  cer¬ 
tificate  of  insurance  issu^  by  an  In¬ 
surer  or  by  an  Insurance  CJarrler  or  evi¬ 
dence  of  insurance  coverage  issued  by 
self-insured  Association. 

(g)  State.  The  50  political  jurisdic¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  territories  and  possessions 
of  the  United  States. 

(h)  DOD  personnel.  DOD  personnel 
as  used  in  this  part,  unless  the  context 
indicates  otherwise,  means  all  civilians, 
officers,  and  employees  including  special 
Government  employees  of  all  the  offices, 
agencies,  and  departments  carrying  on 
functions  on  a  Defense  installation  (in¬ 
cluding  nonappropriated  fund  activities) 
and  all  active  duty  officers  and  enlisted 
members  of  the  Army,  Navy,  Air  Force, 
and  Marine  Corps  (officers  include  com¬ 
missioned  and  warrant) . 
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§  276.6  Poliriei*  on  life  in^uranro  and 
accreditation  procedures. 

(a)  Life  insurance  policy  content  pre¬ 
requisites.  (1)  Insurance  policies,  other 
than  certificates  or  other  evidence  of  in¬ 
surance  issued  by  a  self-insui^  Associa¬ 
tion,  offered  and  sold  to  personnel  on  a 
military  installation  worldwide  must — 

(1)  Comply  with  the  insiurance  laws  of 
the  State  in  which  the  installation  is 
located  and  the  procedural  requirements 
of  this  part; 

•  (ii)  Contain  no  restrictions  by  reason 
of  military  service  or  military  occupa¬ 
tional  specialty  of  the  insured,  imless 
such  restrictions  are  clearly  indicated 
on  the  face  of  the  policy ; 

(iii)  Plainly  indicate  on  the  face  of  the 
policy  any  extra  premium  charges  im¬ 
posed  by  reason  of  military  service  or' 
military  occupational  specialty;  and 

(iv)  Not  provide  for  a  variation  in  the 
amount  of  death  benefit  or  premium 
based  upon  the  length  of  time  the  policy 
has  been  in  force,  unless  any  such  varia¬ 
tions  are  clearly  described  therein  and 
appear  on  the  face  of  the  policy  as  well. 

(2)  Premiums  shall  reflect  only  the 
actual  premiums  payable  for  life  insur¬ 
ance  coverage. 

(b)  Use  of  the  Allotment  of  pay  sys¬ 
tem.  (1)  Allotments  of  military  pay  for 
life  insurance  premiums  will  be  made  in 
accordance  with  $  59.2(a)  (2)  of  this 
chapter  and  the  requirements  of  this 
paragraph. 

(2)  For  personnel  in  pay  grades  E-1, 
E-2;  and  E^-3,  at  least  seven  (7)  days 
should  elapse  for  counseling  between  the 
signing  of  a  life  insurance  application 
and  the  certification  of  an  allotment  un¬ 
less  the  first  two  monthly  premiums  have 
been  paid  in  advance.  The  purchaser’s 
commanding  ofiQcer  may  grant  a  waiver 
to  this  requirement  for  good  cause,  such 
as  the  purchaser’s  imminent  permanent 
change  of  station.  Normally,  all  insur¬ 
ance  contracts  should  be  accompanied  by 
advance  payment  of  the  first  2  monthly 
premiums  imless  the  policy  is  to  be  made 
effective  after  the  establishment  of  the 
allotment. 

(c)  Associations — general.  The  recent 
growth  and  general  acceptability  of 
quasi-military  associations  offering  vari¬ 
ous  insiuance  plans  to  military  personnel 
is  acknowledged.  Some  associations  are 
not  organized  within  the  supervision  of 
insurance  laws  of  either  the  Federal  or 
State  Governments.  While  some  are  or¬ 
ganized  for  profit  others  function  as  non¬ 
profit  associations  under  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Service  regulations.  Department  of 


Defense  policy  will  permit  only  Internal 
Revenue  Service-designated  nontaxable 
or  nonprofit  associations  to  receive  the 
military  allotment  of  pay  for  life  insm- 
ance  under  this  part. 

( 1 )  Regardless  of  the  manner  in  which 
insurance  plans  are  offered  to  members, 
the  management  of  the  Association  is 
responsible  to  see  that  all  aspects  of  its 
insurance  programs  comply  fully  with 
the  instructions  contained  herein  and  the 
spirit  of  this  part. 

(2)  An  agent  for  an  Insurance  Carrier, 
while  soliciting  on  a  military  installation, 
must  comply  with  Part  43  of  this  chapter. 

(d)  The  Accreditation  Program — (1) 
Life  Insurance  Company  and  Association 
Accreditation  Program  for  the  United 
States,  its  Territories  and  Possessions. 
(i)  The  Department  of  Defense  considers 
any  life  insurance  company  as  auto¬ 
matically  accredited  which  is  licensed 
under  the  insurance  laws  of  the  State  in 
which  the  installation  is  located  and  en¬ 
titled  to  the  allotment  of  pay. 

(ii)  The  Department  of  Defense  con¬ 
siders  the  Insurance  Carrier  of  an  Asso¬ 
ciation  as  accredited  and  eligible  to 
receive  the  allotment  of  pay  if  the  Insur¬ 
ance  Carrier  currently  appears  on  the 
fiscal  year  list  of  accredited  companies 
authorized  to  solicit  the  sale  of  life  insur¬ 
ance  on  military  installations  in  overseas 
areas.  Associations  involved  in  self- 
insured  plans  as  of  the  effective  date  of 
this  part  are  considered  as  automatically 
accreted. 

(2)  Insurance  Company  and  Agent 
Accreditation  Program  for  Foreign 
Areas — (i)  Application  instructions — (a) 
Applications  filed  annually.  During  the 
months  of  February  and  March  of  each 
year  insurance  companies  may  apply  for 
solicitation  privileges  for  personnel  as¬ 
signed  to  UJ3.  military  installations  in 
foreign  areas  for  the  fiscal  year  begin¬ 
ning  the  following  July  1. 

(b)  Application  prerequisites.  A  letter 
of  application  (in  duplicate),  signed  by 
the  President,  Vice-President,  or  desig¬ 
nated  ofQcial  will  be  forwarded  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  (Man¬ 
power  and  Reserve  Affairs),  Attention: 
Directorate,  Personal  Commercial  Af¬ 
fairs,  ODASD(MPP),  the  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C.  20301.  The  letter  will 
contain  information  set  forth  below,  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  order  listed.  (Where  not 
applicable  so  state.) 

(f)  Foreign  coimtries  and  the  com¬ 
mands  (e.g.,  European  Command,  Pacific 
Command,  etc.)  where  it  is  desired  to 
solicit  on  U.S.  military  installations. 


(2)  Management  plan  for  the  super¬ 
vision  and  control  of  sales  personnel,  lim¬ 
ited  in  numbers  to  one  General  Agent  (or 
company  manager  or  director)  and  no 
more  than  30  agents  for  each  overseas 
area.  If  warranted,  the  number  of  agents 
may  be  further  limited  by  the  overseas 
command  concerned.  (If  solicitation  is  by 
mail,  so  state.) 

(3)  List  of  States  and  other  jurisdic¬ 
tions  in  which  the  Insurance  Company  is 
licensed,  the  effective  and  terminal  dates 
of  such  licensing,  and  a  list  of  the  fiscal 
years  in  which  accredited  by  the  DOD 
under  the  provisions  of  this  part  and 
prior  issuances  thereof. 

(4)  A  statement  that  the  Insurance 
Company  has  complied  with,  or  will  com¬ 
ply  with,  the  applicable  laws  of  the  coun¬ 
try  or  countries  wherein  it  proposes  to 
solicit  (by  “laws  of  the  countiy’’  is  meant 
all  national,  provincial,  city,  or  country 
laws  or  ordinances  of  any  country,  as 
applicable) . 

(5)  An  authenticated  copy  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  annual  statement  as  filed  with  the 
insurance  department  of  the  State  of 
domicile. 

(6)  A  current  report  of  examination 
from  an  insurance  department  of  a 
State. 

(7)  A  statement  that  the  policies  to 
be  offered  for  sale — 

(f)  Conform  to  the  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  herein,  and 

(ii)  Contain  only  the  standaid  provi¬ 
sions  such  as  those  prescribed  by  the  Life 
Insurance  Act  of  the  District  of  C(dum- 
bia  (chapters  3-8,  title  35,  District  of 
CTolumbia  Code) . 

(8)  The  amount  of  gross  paid-in  and 
contributed  surplus,  unassigned  surplus, 
and  paid-up  capital,  or  only  unassigned 
surplus  if  the  company  is  a  nonstock  firm. 
In  computing  the  amount  of  imassigned 
surplus,  include  as  liabilities  all  debts  due 
or  to  become  due,  c<mtingent  or  other¬ 
wise,  as  provided  in  the  Act  and  a  state¬ 
ment  that  the  amount  of  imassigned  sur¬ 
plus  and  paid-up  capital  has  been  com¬ 
puted  by  the  method  also  prescribed  in 
the  Act. 

(9)  A  statement  that  none  of  its  offi¬ 
cers,  directors,  or  principal  stockhold¬ 
ers,  or  any  member  of  their  immediate 
families,  receives  or  has  any  contract  to 
receive  commissions,  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly,  from  business  currently  trans¬ 
acted  by  the  Insiuance  Company.  If  the 
Insurance  Company  cannot  so  state,  a 
disclosure  and  Justification  for  such  con¬ 
tracts  are  required.  (For  the  puiposes  of 
this  part,  a  stockholder  who  owns,  di¬ 
rectly  or  beneficially,  in  excess  of  5  per- 
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cent  of  the  total  stock  issued  and  out¬ 
standing  shall  be  considered  a  principal 
stockholder.) 

(10)  A  statement  that  the  Insiuance 
Company  has  not  made  any  loan,  se¬ 
cured  or  otherwise  (except  policy  loans) , 
to  any  director,  officer,  or  principal  stock¬ 
holder,  or  to  any  member  of  their  im¬ 
mediate  families  within  the  last  year,  and 
that  there  is  not  currently  outstanding 
any  loans  to  such  person  made  prior  to 
that  period.  If  the  Insurance  Company 
cannot  so  state,  a  disclosure  and  Justifi¬ 
cation  for  such  contracts  are  required. 

111)  A  statement  that  the  Insurance 
CTompany  will  assume  full  responsibility 
for  the  acts  of  its  agents  with  respect  to 
solicitation  in  accordance  with  Part  43 
of  this  chapter  and  this  part. 

112)  A  statement  that  the  Insurance 
CcMnpany  will,  iux>n  notification  of 
accreditaticm,  supply  the  appropriate 
major  component  commander(s)  with 
the  name,  age,  legal  residence,  citizen¬ 
ship,  and  present  address  of  each  agent 
who  will  solicit  overseas;  the  State  or 
States  in  which  the  agent(s)  are  li¬ 
censed;  the  date  of  licensing;  expiration 
dates;  and  the  area  in  which  each  agent 
win  solicit. 

(i)  The  requirement  for  a  State  li¬ 
cense  may  be  waived  on  behalf  of  an 
accredited  agent,  provided  a  request  is 
made  by  the  Insurance  Company  to  the 
appropriate  oversees  commander,  who 
has  been  continuously  residing  and  suc- 
oessfuUy  selling  life  insurance  in  fmeign 
areas  and  forfeits  his  eligibility  for  a 
State  Ucense,  through  iu>  fault  of  his 
own.  due  to  the  opemtion  of  State  law 
(or  regulation)  govmiing  residence  or 
domicile  requirements,  or  requiring  that 
the  agent’s  company  be  licensed  to  do 
business  in  that  State. 

(11)  The  request  for  a  waiver  shall 
contain  the  name  of  the  State  or  juris¬ 
diction  which  would  not  renew  the 
agent’s  license. 

(23)  The  following  formats  (except 
Format  F) ,  which  will  be  supplied  to  all 
Insurance  Companies  appl3nng  for  over¬ 
seas  accreditation,  must  be  completed 
and  attached  as  enclosures  to  the  appli¬ 
cation: 

Format  A,  “Analysis  of  Assets." 

Format  B,  “Lapse  Ratio  and  Military  Busi¬ 
ness  Statement.” 

Format  C,  “Operations  Statement.” 

Format  D,  "Insurance  in  Force.” 

Format  E,  “Selected  Financial  Informa¬ 
tion.” 

Format  F,  “Experience  Ratios  and  Analy¬ 
sis-Ordinary"  (to  be  submitted  to  DOD 
only  when  requested). 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

(24)  With  respect  only  to  such  Insur¬ 
ance  Companies  as  may  desire  to  apply 
for  an  increase  in  the  adjusted  net  gain 
from  operations  by  reason  of  the  combat 
credit  unit,  a  certified  statement  setting 
forth  (i)  the  aggregate  number  and 
amount  of  death  claims  Incurred  with 
respect  to  insured  military  personnel  and 
included  in  death  claims  paid  or  incurred 
in  the  current  annual  statement;  Hi)  the 
aggregate  number  and  amoxmt  of  nor¬ 
mally  expected  death  claims  for  insured 
military  personnel,  according  to  the  valu¬ 
ation  basis  of  the  insurer,  as  set  forth  in 
its  annual  statement  with  respect  to  the 
insunuice  affected  (such  expected  claims 
may  be  developed  by  applying  median 
mortality  factors  to  quinquennial  at¬ 
tained  age  groups) ;  and  (iit)  the 
aggregate  number  of  Insured  military 
personnel  and  the  correspcmding  amount 
of  insurance  in  force. 

(25)  ’The  enclosure  of  a  check  for  $125 
payable  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States  in  pasrmoit  of  the  required  appli¬ 
cation  fee  for  life  insurance  cfxnpcuiies 
for  each  of  the  first  full  S-year  api^ca- 
tion  periods  or  where  continuous  success¬ 
ful  (^raticxi  for  the  last  5  3rears  is  not 
recorded.  All  others  will  pay  a  $25  fee 
(Part  288  oi  this  chapter) . 

(25)  Any  explanatory  or  supplemoital 
comments  that  will  assist  in  evaluating 
the  iqjplication.  For  example,  where 
mergers  are  involved,  statistics  of  both 
companies  will  be  considered  in  estab¬ 
lishing  accreditation  eligibility. 

(27)  Where  the  Department  of  Defense 
Contract  Insurance  Counselor  requires 
detailed  facts  or  statistics  over  and  be¬ 
yond  that  normally  involved  in  accredi¬ 
tation  processing,  it  will  be  incumbent 
upon  tte  applicant  to  provide  the  DOD 
Contract  Insurance  Counselor  with  the 
necessary  information  by  separate  ar¬ 
rangements. 

(23)  A  statement  that  the  General 
Agent  and  other  accredited  agents  are 
appointed  consistent  with  the  prerequi¬ 
sites  established  in  subdivision  (iii)  of 
this  subparagraph. 

(29)  A  statement  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  General  Agent  and/or  agents  will  be 
permitted  to  offer  life  insurance  and 
security  sales  simultaneously. 

(ii)  Financial  and  operational  criteria. 
(a)  ’The  Insurance  Company  must  have 
demonstrated  continuous  successfiil 
operation  in  the  life  insurance  business 
for  a  period  of  not  less  than  five  (5) 
years  on  December  31  of  the  year  im¬ 
mediately  preceding  the  date  of  filing 
the  aiv4ication;  provided,  however,  that 
an  Insiuance  Company  or  a  division  of 


an  existing  Insurance  Company  orga¬ 
nized  to  write  life  insxuunce  and  affiliated 
or  connected  with  an  Insiuance  Com¬ 
pany  already  writing  the  same  and/or 
other  lines  of  insxnance  may  be  granted 
a  waiver  of  the  otherwise  mandatory  5- 
year  requirement  if  the  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany  to  which  it  is  affiliated  or  connected 
has  been  in  business  for  a  minimum  of 
20  years  and  has  a  record  of  finanHa.! 
stability  and  sound  management.  In  tte 
event  of  a  merger,  the  operating  result 
and  all  other  financial  data  of  both  the 
surviving  and  the  absorbed  company  will 
be  evaluated  within  the  terms  and  intent 
of  this  part. 

(b)  “Continuous  successful  operation” 
in  the  absence  of  information  to  the  con¬ 
trary  is  assumed:  Provided: 

(2)  ’The  aggregate  adjusted  net  gain 
from  operations  is  positive  for  the  5-year 
period  defined  above,  after  divid^ds  to 
policyholders. 

ii)  ’The  adjusted  net  gain,  for  each 
fidl  calendar  year  of  such  5-year  period, 
is  the  net  gain  from  operations  after 
dividends  to  policyholders  and  Federal 
income  taxes  (exduding  tax  on  capital 
gains)  and  excluding  capital  gains  and 
losses,  as  reported  in  the  Annual  State¬ 
ments  of  the  company;  such  gain  may 
be  increased  by  an  expense  credit  imit,  to 
be  determined  by  the  DCH),  and  applied 
to  the  net  increase  of  the  amount  of 
insiuance  in  ftuce  in  the  event  of  an 
unusual,  sound,  and  bona  fide  increase  in 
new  budness.  Group  insurance  shall  be 
excluded  in  determining  such  expense 
credit  units. 

iii)  The  adjusted  net  gain  may  be  in¬ 
creased  by  a  combat  credit  unit,  to  be 
determined  by  the  DOD,  in  conjunction 
with  the  expense  credit  unit  herein¬ 
before  referr^  to,  and  applied  to  death 
claims  incurred  by  insured  military  per¬ 
sonnel  in  excess  of  the  expected 
incidence  of  such  claims  acocHtling  to 
the  valuatiim  basis  of  the  Insurance 
Company  as  set  forth  in  its  Annual  State¬ 
ment  with  re^?ect  to  the  insurance 
affected. 

(2)  The  Insurance  (Company’s  ethical 
standards  and  stability  in  management 
control  are  satisfactory  as  evidenced  by 
(i)  cooperatiim  with  the  DOD  which  in¬ 
cludes  the  commanders  in  the  field  and 
compliance  with  solicitation  regulations; 
iii)  the  absoice  of  substantiated  com¬ 
plaints  concerning  operations  and  sales 
techniques  and  imwarranted  discrim¬ 
ination  in  underwriting  practices  by  rea¬ 
son  of  military  auvice,  rank  or  grade 
or  military  occupational  specialty;  and 
(110  other  relevant  and  evidential 
material. 
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(c)  For  original  accreditation  ai^lica- 
tlons,  the  Insurance  Company  must  (I) 
be  licensed  to  do  business  in  one  or  more 
of  the  States,  a  territory  or  the  District 
of  Columbia;  (2)  meet  the  minimum 
standards  for  initial  licensing  under  ciu’- 
rent  laws  where  domiciled  even  though 
doing  business  under  statutes  previously 
enacted;  and  (3)  either  possess  paid-up 
capital  of  $500,000  and  imassigned  paid- 
up  surplus  (the  excess  of  admitted  assets 
over  liabilities  and  capital)  of  $250,000  if 
a  capital  stock  company,  or  an  im¬ 
assigned  sun^us  (the  excess  of  admitted 
assets  over  liabilities)  of  $750,000  if  a 
nonstock  company.  If  the  amounts  cur¬ 
rently  required  by  the  state  of  domicile 
are  larger,  such  amounts  will  govern. 

(iii)  General  agents  and  agents.  Uni¬ 
fied  and/or  Specified  Commanders  will 
apply  the  principles  prescribed  for  the 
Secretaries  of  the  Military  Departments. 
Additionally: 

(a)  An  agent  must  be  a  U.S.  citizen 
and  possess  a  current  State  license. 

Notk:  Unified  or  Specified  Commanders 
may  waive  these  requirements  for  Indigenous 
personnel  accredited  as  of  the  effective  date 
of  this  part. 

(b)  General  Agents  and  agents  will 
represent  only  one  accredited  commer¬ 
cial  Insurance  company.  General  Agents 
must  serve  imder  direct  contract  to  and 

j  the  sole  control .  of  the  accredited 
company. 

(c)  An  agent  must  have  at  least  one 

1  (1)  year  of  successful  life  insurance  un¬ 

derwriting  in  the  United  States  or  its  ter¬ 
ritories,  generally  within  the  five  (5) 
years  preceding  the  date  of  application, 
in  order  to  be  initially  employed  for  over¬ 
seas  solicitation  and  designated  as  an 
accredited  agent. 

(d)  After  being  accredited.  Insurers 
and  Insurance  Carriers  will  be  furnished 
letter  instructions  by  the  Department  of 
Defense  for  agent  accreditation  proce¬ 
dures  in  overseas  commands. 

(e)  Appropriate  overseas  commanders 
will  exercise  further  agent  control  proce¬ 
dures  as  deemed  necessary. 

(/)  An  agent,  once  accredited  in  an 
overseas  area,  may  not  change  his  affilia¬ 
tion  from  the  staff  of  one  (General  Agent 
to  another,  unless  the  losing  company 
certifies  in  writing  that  the  release  Is 
without  justifiable  prejudice.  Unified  or 
Specified  Commanders  will  have  toal 
authority  to  determine  Justifiable  prej¬ 
udice. 

(g)  Where  the  accredited  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Company’s  policy  permits,  an  over¬ 


seas  accredited  life  Insurance  agent — if 
duly  qualified  to  engage  in  security  activ¬ 
ities  either  as  a  registered  representative 
of  a  member  of  the  National  Association 
of  Securities  Dealers  or  an  associated 
person  of  a  broker/dealer  registered  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  only — ^may  offer  life  Insurance  and 
securities  for  sale  simultaneously.  In 
cases  of  commingled  sales,  the  allotment 
of  pay  for  the  purchase  of  securities  can¬ 
not  be  made  to  the  Insurer  or  the  Insur¬ 
ance  Carrier. 

(iv)  Application  for  reaccreditation. 
As  an  exception  to  subdivision  (i)  (b)  of 
this  subparagraph.  Insurance  Com¬ 
panies  accredited  continuously  in  the 
DOD  overseas  program  for  at  least 
the  last  five  (5)  fiscal  years  im¬ 
mediately  preceding  the  date  of  filing  for 
renewal  of  accreditaticm  and  whose  an¬ 
nual  statements  for  the  peri.d  ending 
December  31  of  the  immediately  preced¬ 
ing  year  prior  to  such  filing  refiect  net 
gain  from  operations  after  dividends  to 
policyholders  and  Federal  income  taxes 
(excluding  tax  on  capital  gains)  and  ex¬ 
cluding  capital  gains  and  losses  need  only 
file  a  letter  of  application,  signed  by  the 
President,  Vice-President,  or  designated 
officer  thereof.  The  application  shall  in¬ 
clude  the  following: 

(a)  A  statement  that  the  Insiu'er 
meets  and  agrees  to  the  qualifications 
stated  herein,  and  a  list  of  the  fiscal 
years  in  which  previously  accredited  in 
the  DOD  overseas  program. 

(b)  A  statement  that  the  Insurer  has 
had  no  reportable  change  in  status  or 
disclosing  the  change  of  status,  if  aiY>li- 
cable,  and  an  authenticated  copy  of  the 
current  annual  statement  filed  with  the 
insurance  department  of  the  state  of 
domicile. 

(c)  One  copy  each  of  Formats  B  and 
C  and  a  check  for  $25  payable  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States;  where 
this  exception  is  not  applicable,  submit 
Formats  A  through  E  (in  duplicate)  and 
a  check  for  $125  payable  to  the  Treasurer 
of  the  United  States  (Part  288  of  this 
chapter), 

(d)  A  statement  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  General  Agent  and/or  agents  will  be 
permitted  to  offer  life  insurance  and 
security  sales  simultaneously. 

(v)  Announcement  of  findings,  (a) 
Advice  of  approval  by  the  DOD  upon  an¬ 
nual  applications  for  accreditation  of 
Insurers  and  Insurance  Carriers  will  be 
annoimced  as  soon  as  practicable  to  each 
applicant  and  by  roster  release  annually 


in  June  to  the  appropriate  overseas  com¬ 
mander. 

(b)  In  the  event  accreditation  Is 
denied,  specific  reasons  for  such  findings 
shall  be  sulnnitted  to  the  applicant. 

(f)  Upon  receipt  of  notification  of  an 
unfavorable  finding,  the  Insurance  Com¬ 
pany  shall  have  thirty  (30)  days  from 
the  receipt  of  such  notification  (for¬ 
warded  and  certified  mail,  return  receipt 
requested)  in  which  to  request  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  original  decision.  Such 
requests  must  be  accompanied  by  sub¬ 
stantiating  data  or  information  in  rebut¬ 
tal  of  the  specific  reasons  upon  which  the 
adverse  findings  are  based. 

(2)  Action  by  the  ASD  (M&RA)  on 
appeal  is  final. 

(3)  If  the  applicant  is  presently  ac¬ 
credited  as  an  Insurer,  up  to  ninety  (00) 
days  from  final  acticm  will  be  granted 
in  wMch  to  close  out  overseas  operations 
pertaining  to  the  DOD. 

<c)  Upon  receiving  the  annual  letter 
of  accreditation,  each  Insurer  or  Insur¬ 
ance  Carrier  will  send  to  the  an>licable 
Unified  or  Specified  Commander  a  veri¬ 
fied  list  of  agents  currently  accredited 
for  overseas  sc^citation.  Where  applica¬ 
ble.  the  Insurer  or  Insurance  Carrier  will 
also  include  the  names  of  new  agents  for 
w'hom  original  accreditation  and  permis¬ 
sion  to  solicit  on  base  is  requested.  Infor¬ 
mation  copies  of  each  of  the  foregoing 
mailings  will  be  supplied  to  the  Direc¬ 
torate,  Personal  Commercial  Affairs. 
ODAI^  (MPP),  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  (Manpower  and 
Reserve  Affairs),  the  Pentagon,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20301. 

(d)  Material  changes  affecting  the 
corporate  status  and/or  financial  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  Insurer  or  Insurance  Car¬ 
rier  which  may  occur  during  the  fiscal 
year  of  accreditation  must  be  reported 
at  the  time  of  occurrence.  Accreditation 
may  be  terminated  for  failure  to  report 
materials  changes. 

§  276.7  Policies  on  gcnernl  forms  of 
insurance. 

(a)  Automobile  insurance.  (1)  General 
requirements:  Operators  or  owners  of 
privately  owned  vehicles  allowed  driving 
or  parking  privileges  cm  military  installa¬ 
tions  will  comply  with  the  requirements, 
if  any,  of  the  State  or  host  nation  in 
which  the  installation  is  located  unless 
excused  therefrom  by  F^ederal,  State,  or 
host  nation  law. 

(2)  Driving  and  parking  privileges  on 
military  installations  will  be  authorized 
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by  the  Unified  or  Specified  Commander 
and/or  the  Military  Department  in¬ 
volved.  Where  the  Military  Departments 
impose  controls  for  on-base  privately 
owned  vehicle  registration,  proof  of  in¬ 
surance  coverage  need  only  be  certified 
to  in  writing  by  any  registrant. 

(3)  Motor  vehicle  liability  insurance 
counseling: 

(i)  General:  Commanders  will  provide 
counseling  for  military  personnel  under 
their  command  on  the  purchase  of  motor 
vehicle  liability  insurance  and  publish, 
periodically.  Information  on  driver  re¬ 
sponsibility  under  State  and  local  laws. 

(ii)  Importance  of  a  safe  driving  rec¬ 
ord  will  be  stressed  in  counseling,  includ¬ 
ing  the  information  that  some  insurers 
offer  coverage  with  substantial  savings 
in  premiums  to  individuals  who  have  re¬ 
moved  themselves  from  extra  risk  classi¬ 
fications  requiring  premium  simcharges 
by  successfully  completing  driver  train¬ 
ing  courses  or  by  maintaining  accident- 
free  driving  records  which  can  be 
authenticated. 

(iii)  Assistance  in  obtaining  assigned 
risk  insurance  will  be  given  to  military 
personnel,  particularly  ymmg  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  operators,  who  are  otherwise  imable 
to  obtain  automobile  liability  insurance 
coverage.  Military  personnel  should  be 
advised  that  assigned  risk  coverage  may 
be  available  at  premiums  less  than  those 
offered  in  the  volimtary  market  by  some 
insurers. 

(iv)  Coiu'ses  in  driver  training:  Instal¬ 
lation  commanders  are  responsible  for 
administering  an  effective  driver  train¬ 
ing  program  commensurate  with  person¬ 
nel  and  budgetary  limitations. 

(4)  Cooperation  with  State  and  local 
authorities: 

(1)  Installation  commanders  will  co¬ 
operate  with  State  and  local  officials  re¬ 
sponsible  for  administering  State  and 
local  laws  and  regulations  relating  to  the 
insurance  and  operation  of  motor 
vehicles. 

(ii)  Cooperation  may  be  extended  to 
school  officials,  automobile  associations. 
Armed  Porces-State  Traffic  Safety 
WorksAiop  Program,  commercial  private 
driver  training  course  operators,  and  to 
civic  groups  cMicemed  with  public  high¬ 
way  safety. 

(b)  Health  Insurance.  (1)  “Personal 
Plans”  being  offered  through  personal 
commercial  solicitation  must  conform  to 
the  licensing  requirements  for  both  the 
insuring  company  and  its  agents  (Part 
43  of  this  chapter) . 

(2)  “Government-Sponsored  Plans” 
will  be  processed  in  accordance  with 
Part  104  of  this  chapter. 


(c)  All  Other  Plans  of  Insurance: 

(1)  life  Insurance  procediu’es  are 
enumerated  in  §  276.6. 

(2)  All  other  insurance  plans  made 
available  to  DOD  personnel  through  per¬ 
sonal  commercial  solicitation  must  com¬ 
ply  with  Part  43  of  this  chapter. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  Division,  OASD 
{Comptroller) . 

[PR  Doc.72-3977  Piled  3-16-72;8:62  am] 

Title  40— PROTECTION  OF 
ENVIRONMENT 

Chapter  I — Environmental  Protection 
Agency 

SUBCHAPTER  E — PESTICIDE  PROGRAMS 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EX¬ 
EMPTIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR 

PESTICIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON 

RAW  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODI¬ 
TIES 

Parathion  or  Its  Methyl  Homolog 

A  notice  was  published  by  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  5, 1972  (37  P.R.  93) , 
proposing  establishment  of  a  tolerance 
for  residues  of  the  insecticide  parathion 
(0,0-diethyl-0-p-nitrophenyl  thiophos- 
phate)  or  its  methyl  homolog  on  alfalfa 
hay  at  5  parts  per  million  and  fresh 
alfalfa  at  1.25  parts  per  million.  No  com¬ 
ments  or  request  for  referral  to  an  ad¬ 
visory  committee  were  received.  It  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  proposal  should  be 
adopted. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec.  408(e),  68  Stat  514;  21  U.S.C. 
346a(e)),  the  authority  transferred  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (35  P.R.  15623),  and 
the  authority  delegated  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Pesticides  Programs  (36  P.R. 
9038) ,  §  180.121  Parathion  or  its  methyl 
homolog:  tolerances  for  residues  is 
amended  by: 

1.  Inserting  the  two  new  paragraphs 
“5  parts  per  million  in  or  on  alfalfa  hay” 
and  “1.25  parts  per  million  in  or  on  al¬ 
falfa  (fresh)”  before  the  paragraph  “1 
part  per  million  *  •  •”  and 

2.  Deleting  the  word  “alfalfa”  from 
the  paragraph  “1  part  per  million  *  • 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 


time  within  30  days  after  its  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  file  with 
the  Objections  Cfierk,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  3175,  South 
Agriculture  Building,  12th  Street  and 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20460,  written  objections  thereto  in 
quintuplicate.  Objections  shall  show 
wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  order  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
groimds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing 
is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will 
be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  .order  shall  become 
effective  on  its  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  (3-16-72). 

(Sec.  408(a) ,  68  Stat.  614;  21  ITA.C.  346a(e) ) 

Dated:  March  10,  1972. 

William  M.  Upholt, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticides  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.72-4000  Piled  3-16-72;8:62  am] 


PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EX¬ 
EMPTIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR 
PESTICIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON 
RAW  AGRICULTURAL  COMMODI¬ 
TIES 

Linuron 

A  notice  was  published  by  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  11,  1972  (37  F.R. 
337),  proposing  establishment  of  a  toler¬ 
ance  for  residues  of  the  herbicide  linuron 
(3-(3,4  -  dichlorophenyl) -1-methoxy-l- 
methylurea)  in  or  on  celery  at  0.5 
part  per  million.  No  comments  or  re¬ 
quests  for  referral  to  an  advisory  com¬ 
mittee  were  received. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  proposal 
should  be  adopted. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisicms  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (sec,  408(e),  68  Stat.  514;  21  U.S.C. 
34€a(e)),  the  authority  transferred  to 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (35  P.R.  15623),  and 
the  authority  delegated  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Pesticides  Programs  (36  P.R. 
9038),  §  180.184  is  amended  by  revising 
the  paragraph  “0.5  part  per  million 
*  •  *”,  as  follows: 
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§  180.184  Linuroii;  tcJeraiire.x  for  resi¬ 
dues. 

•  •  •  •  • 

0.5  part  per  million  in  or  on  celery; 
parsnips  (with  or  without  tops)  and  par¬ 
snip  t(^;  P.nd  the  forage,  hay,  and  straw 
of  barley,  oais,  rye,  and  wheat, 

«  *  •  *  ♦ 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  after  its  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  file  with 
the  Objections  Clerk,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  3175,  South 
Agriculture  Building,  12th  Street  and 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460,  written  objections  thereto  in 
Quintuplicate.  Objections  shall  show 
wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  order  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hearing  is 
requested,  the  objections  must  state  the 
issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing  will  be 
granted  if  the  objections  are  supported 
by  grounds  legally  sufiBcient  to  justify  the 
relief  sought.  Objections  may  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in  sup¬ 
port  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  on  its  date  of  pubUcation  in  the 
Federal  Register  (3-16-72) . 

(Sec.  40B(e),  68  Btat.  514;  21  U.S.C.  346a(c) ) 

Dated:  March  10, 1972. 

William  M.  Upholt, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticides  Programs. 

[PR  Doc.  72-3999  Piled  3-15-72;8:52  am] 

Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS; 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 
[Public  Land  Order  5166] 

(Utah  14586) 

UTAH 

Partial  Revocation  of  Public  Water 
Reserve  No.  107 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  FJl. 
4831),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

The  Elxecutive  order  of  April  17,  1926, 
creating  Public  Water  Reserve  No.  107, 
as  construed  by  Interpretation  No.  160  of 
April  8,  1932,  is  hereby  revoked  so  far  as 
it  affects  the  following  described  lands: 
Salt  Lake  Meridian 

T.  4  S.,  R.  23  E.,  (Protraction  Survey  Diagram 
No.  7A) 

Secs.  23,  24,  and  25,  all  land  within  a 
quarter  mile  of  unnamed  springs  In  Red 
Canyon. 

The  overall  area  of  the  lands  described 
aggregates  approximately  1,920  acres  in 
Uintah  County. 


The  lands  are  within  the  boundaries 
of  the  Dinosaur  National  Monument  as 
established  by  the  Act  of  June  8,  1906,  34 
Stat.  225,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  Sep¬ 
tember  8,  1960,  74  Stat.  857. 

Harrison  Loesch, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

March  9,  1972. 

[PR  Doc.72-3984  Piled  3-1 5-72; 8: 50  am) 


[Public  Land  Order  5167) 

( Sacramento  4581  ] 

CALIFORNIA 

Addition  to  National  Forest 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
in  the  Act  of  July  9,  1962,  76  Stat.  140,  43 
U.S.C.  section  315g-l  (1970) ,  it  is  ordered 
as  follows: 

Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  described  lands,  acquired  in  an 
exchange  made  pursuant  to  section  8  of 
the  Taylor  Grazing  Act  of  June  28,  1934, 
48  Stat.  1272,  as  amended,  43  U.S.C.  sec¬ 
tion  315g  (1970) ,  are  hereby  added  to  and 
made  a  part  of  the  Toiyabe  National  For¬ 
est  and  hereafter  shall  be  subject  to  all 
laws  and  regulations  applicable  to  said 
National  Forest. 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian 

T.  20  N.,  R.  18  E.. 

Sec.  30,  Lot  14. 

The  area  described  aggregates  80  acres 
in  Sierra  Coimty. 

Harrison  Loesch, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

March  9,  1972. 

[PR  Doc.  72-3985  Piled  S-16-72;8:50  am] 

Title  47— TBECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

(Docket  No.  19231;  PCC  72-217] 

part  1— practice  and  procedure 

PART  15— RADIO  FREQUENCY 
DEVICES 

Biomedical  Radio  Telemetry  Systems 

Report  and  order.  In  the  matter  of 
amendment  of  Part  15  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  to  exclude  from  the  duty 
cycle  requirement  biomedical  radio  te¬ 
lemetry  systems  operating  above  70  MHz. 
Docket  No.  19231,  RM  1727,  RM  1739. 

1.  A  combined  notice  of  inquiry  and 
proposed  rule  making  in  this  proceeding 
was  adopted  by  the  Commission  on 
May  19,  1971  (36  P.R.  9567,  May  26, 
1971) .  In  the  notice  the  Commission  pro¬ 
posed  to  restrict  operation  of  biomedi¬ 
cal  telemetry  devices  to  selected  fre¬ 
quency  bands  and  to  eliminate  the  duty 
cycle  requirement  for  these  devices  which 
is  currently  applicable  to  miniature 
transmitters  operating  above  70  MHz  un¬ 
der  Part  15,  except  the  band  88-108  MHz. 
The  bands  proposed  are  73-74.6  MHz, 
174-216  MHz,  and  608-614  MHz.  The 
Commission  considered  that  interference 


to  biomedical  telemetry  devices  would 
be  minimal  in  the  proposed  bands. 

2.  Part  15  of  our  rules  now  permits 
the  operation  of  telemetering  devices 
(and  wireless  microphones)  in  the  FM 
broadcasting  band  88-108  MHz.  They  are 
not  limited  in  their  duty  cycle  but  emis¬ 
sion  bandwidths  must  be  confined  within 
a  200  kHz  segment  and  they  are  not  per¬ 
mitted  to  radiate  in  excess  of  50  micro¬ 
volts  per  meter  at  distances  of  50  feet  or 
more  from  the  device.  These  devices  must 
be  type  approved  by  the  Commission. 
With  the  exception  of  these  devices  (tele  • 
metering  and  wireless  microphones)  and 
garage  door  openers,  all  low  power  com¬ 
munication  devices  using  frequencies 
above  70  MHz  are  required  by  Part  15  to 
observe  a  duty  cycle  such  that  transmis¬ 
sions  do  not  exceed  1  second  in  length 
and  that  each  transmission  be  followed 
by  a  silent  period  of  at  least  30  seconds. 
See  S  15.211(a)  (3)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules. 

3.  Since  June  1970,  the  Commission 
granted  waivers  to  some  11  manufac¬ 
turers  of  biomedical  equipment  author¬ 
izing  the  sale  and  use  of  such  equipment 
imtil  June  30,  1971,  and  extended  them 
until  March  15,  1972,  without  the  duty 
cycle  limitation,  provided  such  equip¬ 
ment  met  all  the  emission  requirements 
in  §  15.211(a).  This  action  permitted 
cardiac  patients  to  be  monitored  on  a 
continuous  basis.  The  granting  of  these 
waivers  was  viewed  by  the  Commission 
as  only  an  interim  measure.  It  is  the 
Commission’s  view  that  the  public  in¬ 
terest  would  be  better  served  by  finding 
a  generally  interference-free  environ¬ 
ment  in  which  they  can  be  accommo¬ 
dated  where,  at  the  same  time,  it  is 
improbable  that  they  will  cause  interfer¬ 
ence  to  other  users  of  the  spectrum. 

4.  Devices  operating  under  Part  15 
are  not  permitted  to  cause  harmful  in¬ 
terference  to  duly  authorized  radio  sta¬ 
tions  nor  can  they  claim  protection  from 
such  stations.  Although  the  biomedical 
telemetering  devices  in  question  were 
developed  originally  to  monitor  cardiac 
patients,  they  also  are  being  used  now  to 
watch  over  fetuses  and  newborn  infants, 
to  monitor  patients  recovering  from  sur¬ 
gery,  and  in  other  applications.  Their 
use  will  undoubtedly  be  extended  to  other 
medical  areas.  Con.sequently,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  concerned  with  the  degree  to 
w’hich  these  devices  might  be  susceptible 
to  interference  and  the  consequent 
adverse  effects  upon  user  patients.  Man¬ 
ufacturers  generally  state  that  interfer¬ 
ing  signals  have  no  direct  effect  on  the 
patient  since  he  is  equipped  only  with 
a  transmitter.  Such  signals  would  affect 
the  re<;eiver,  however,  triggering  an 
alarm  calling  for  the  monitoring  attend¬ 
ant  to  examine  the  patient  and  thus 
impairing  the  effectiveness  of  the  overall 
S3rstem.  As  pointed  out  in  the  notice,  re¬ 
peated  false  alarms  could  lead  to  a 
“crying  wolf’’  situation.  On  the  other 
hand,  strong  signals  could  “swamp”  out 
desired  signals  and  render  the  receiver 
inoperative. 

5.  Comments  from  27  parties  have  been 
filed  in  this  proceeding.  Twenty  of  these 
comments  were  submitted  by  companies 
that  either  presently  manufacture  or  in- 
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tend  to  manufacture  biomedical  telem¬ 
etry  devices.  The  remaining  seven 
comments  were  filed  by  four  professional 
societies  and  trade  associations,  one 
service  company,  one  publisher,  and  one 
physician  representing  a  hospital.  See 
the  list  in  Appendix  A.^ 

6.  The  majority  of  comments  dealt 
with  the  operating  frequency  and  field 
strength  limitations.  Several  comments 
concerned  the  amortization  period  which 
would  require  users  to  convert  to  equip¬ 
ment  operating  in  the  proposed  fre¬ 
quency  bands. 

Operating  frequency.  7.  Eleven  of  the 
20  manufacturers  that  filed  comments 
presently  have  biomedical  telemetry 
designs  which  operate  on  frequencies 
which  are  in  the  vicinity  of  the  band 
174-216  MHz.  Nine  companies  stated 
that  if  final  rules  required  a  frequency 
design  change,  they  would  prefer  the 
range  174-216  MHz.  It  seems  reasonable 
to  assume  that  the  economic  impact  due 
to  redesign  costs  wo\ild  be  low  if  most 
companies  chose  the  band  174-216  MHz. 
Environmental  Metrology  Corp.  and 
Hamilton  Standard  called  attention  to 
high  redesign  costs  if  they  were  to  use 
the  band  608-614  MHz. 

8.  Many  of  the  comments  dealt  with 
the  geographic  limitations  to  which  the 
user  of  biomedical  devices  would  be  sub¬ 
ject  when  operated  in  the  proposed 
bands.  ObseiMng  the  required  zone  of 
protection  essentially  precludes  opera¬ 
tion  on  the  bands  73-74.6  MHz  and  608- 
614  MHz  in  and  aroimd  most  large  cities, 
it  Is  iJointed  out,  and  use  of  the  174- 
216  MHz  band  is  limited  by  television 
stations  that  cerate  in  this  band.  TTie 
Commission  recognizes  this  problem.  In 
paragraph  15  of  the  notice,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  stated  that  the  usage  pattern  by 
licensed  stations  in  these  bands  is  rela¬ 
tively  stable  and  that  once  installed  and 
operating  in  a  particular  local  environ¬ 
ment,  the  probability  is  low  that  a  bio¬ 
medical  telemetering  system  will  cause 
or  receive  harmful  interference  from  au¬ 
thorized  stations.  The  Commission,  how¬ 
ever,  does  not  intend  to  be  restricted 
in  its  allocations  within  the  broadcast 
band. 

9.  Discussing  operation  in  the  band 
174-216  MHz,  Spacelabs,  Inc.,  stated  that 
even  in  a  worst  case  situation,  in  a  city 
using  TV  Channels  7,  9.  11,  and  13,*  a 
potential  for  40  channels  of  biomedical 
telemetry  exists.  This  manufacturer 
made  interferraice  tests  at  eight  fre¬ 
quencies:  174,  180,  186,  192,  198,  204,  210, 
and  216  MHz — frequencies  in  those  areas 
of  the  VHF  TV  spectrum  that  lie  between 
the  peaks  of  modulation  energy  of  each 
station.  The  results  of  these  interference 
tests  showed  no  degradation  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  the  biomedical  telemetry 
systems.  The  tests  were  made  at  close 
proximity  to  a  television  receiver  to 
evaluate  effects  of  oscillator  leakage. 
Based  upon  these  tests,  Spacelabs,  Inc.,  is 
confident  that  the  frequraicy  band  174- 
216  MHz  will  insure  excellent  perform- 


1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 

*  Channti  7  occupies  the  band  174-180 
MHz;  Channel  0,  186-192  MHz;  Channel  11, 
198-204  MHz;  and  Channel  13,  210-216  MHz. 


ance  without  interference  from  TV 
transmission.  These  tests  appear  to  bear 
out  the  Commission’s  ccxitention,  as 
stated  in  the  notice,  that  these  biomedi¬ 
cal  devices  will  be  subject  to  a  minimal 
amount  of  interference  in  the  band  174- 
216  MHz. 

10.  It  is  apparent  that  in  the  bands 
73-74.tf  MHz  and  608-614  MHz  telemeter¬ 
ing  would  be  more  severely  restricted 
due  to  necessary  protection  of  radio- 
astronomy  operations.*  As  pointed  out  in 
several  of  the  comments,  the  protection 
zones  around  radio  observatories  encom¬ 
pass  portions  of  several  major  metropoli¬ 
tan  areas,  including  San  Francisco,  Los 
Angeles,  Denver,  Detroit,  Baltimore, 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  Boston.  Moreover, 
the  separation  distance  was  determined 
on  the  basis  of  existing  Part  15  radiaticm 
limits  which  at  least  one  manufacturer 
believes  are  too  low  for  satisfactory 
operation  in  the  73-74.6  MHz  band. 
Higher  levels,  however,  would  require 
even  wider  separation  and  further  reduce 
the  potential  usefulness  of  the  band  for 
telemetering.  Other  problems  raised  in 
the  comments  concerning  the  use  of  the 
radio-astronomy  bands  include  the 
rather  narrow  bandwidth  of  the  73-74.6 
MHz  band  and  the  high  cost  of  equip¬ 
ment  redesign  for  operation  in  the  608- 
614  MHz  band.  Considering  all  of  these 
factors,  therefore,  the  Commission  has 
decided  not  to  adopt  its  original  proposed 
to  permit  low  power  biomedical  telem¬ 
etering  in  the  bands  73-74.6  MHz  and 
608-614  MHz.  Geographical  use  of  the 
174-216  MHz  band  should  adequately 
meet  the  requirements  for  such  opera¬ 
tion  for  the  foreseeable  future. 

11.  With  respect  to  channeling,  the 
Commissicm  recognizes  that  the  number 
of  useful  channels  depends  to  a  large 
extent,  upon  the  bandwidth  required  for 
each  channel,  which  in  turn  is  dictated 
by  the  type  of  modulation  which  is  used. 
The  Commission,  however,  is  intaition- 
ally  not  imposing  any  specific  modula¬ 
tion  requirements  in  order  to  give  manu¬ 
facturers  a  maximum  freedom  in  equip¬ 
ment  design. 

12.  A  number  of  requests  were  received 
from  individual  manufactiu^rs  for  con¬ 
tinued  use  of  current  operating  fre¬ 
quencies  which  do  not  fall  within  the 
frequency  bands  that  had  been  proposed. 
No  adequate  technical  justification  has 
been  provided.  On  the  contrary,  it  would 
appear  that  these  requests  are  largely 
based  on  economic  considerations — the 
desire  to  avoid  the  cost  of  redesign.  The 
Commission  cannot  find  it  in  the  public 
interest  to  permit  biomedical  telemetry 
devices  to  operate  on  any  frequency 
selected  by  the  designer. 

Field  strength  of  transmitted  signal. 

13.  As  stated  in  paragraph  4,  above,  the 
consensus  expressed  in  the  comments 
favored  the  use  of  the  band  174-216 
MHz.  However,  a  niunber  of  the  respond¬ 
ents  were  concerned  with  the  harmful 
interference  to  biomedical  telemetry  sys¬ 
tems  that  could  be  caused  by  the  VHF 
TV  Channels  7  through  13.  These  re- 


*The  608-614  MHz  band,  although  allo¬ 
cated  to  tJHF  TV.  Is  currently  reserved  for 
radio  astron<Mny  until  Jan.  1,  1974. 


spondents  argued  that  to  minimize  the 
possibility  of  interference  from  adjacent 
channel  TV  stations,  biomedical  telem¬ 
etry  systems  should  be  authorized  to 
operate  with  higher  fields  than  are  now 
permitted  by  §  15.211(a)  of  Part  15.* 
Specifically,  seven  requests  were  included 
in  the  comments  asking  for  higher  field 
strengths  ranging  from  300  /iv./m.  to 
1,000  /iv./m.  at  100  feet. 

14.  The  Commission,  after  careful 
consideration  of  the  comments  received, 
believes  that  a  relaxation  of  the  field 
strength  limitation  in  the  band  174-216 
MHz  would  be  inappropriate  at  the  pres¬ 
ent  time  but  might  become  a  matter  for 
future  consideration  in  a  separate 
proceeding. 

Amortization  of  existing  equipment. 

15.  The  question  of  an  amortization  pe¬ 
riod  for  hospitals  and  other  institutions 
using  equipment  sold  under  waivers 
granted  to  a  number  of  manufacturers 
was  raised  by  six  parties.  Mennen- 
Oreatbatch,  Hamilton  Standard,  and 
American  Optical  suggest  that  at  least 
10  years  be  provided  for  amortization  of 
existing  equipment.  Laser  Systems  sug¬ 
gested  20  years.  Spacelabs,  supported  by 
the  General  Electric  Co.  as  a  user  of 
Spacelab  equipment,  suggested  an  indefi¬ 
nite  amortization  period.  This  problem 
has  been  anticipated  and  in  our  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making,  an  amortiza¬ 
tion  period  of  5  years  had  been  proposed. 
Each  of  these  comments  pointed  out  that 
5  years  was  not  sufiScient  time  in  which 
to  amortize  existing  biomedical  teleme¬ 
try  systems,  and  that  to  impose  such  a 
requirement  would  impose  an  unneces¬ 
sary  financial  burden  on  these  hospitals 
and  institutions.  The  Commission  takes 
cognizance  of  these  arguments.  Many 
hospitals  and  educational  institutions 
have  historically  suffered  from  severe 
budget  limitations.  Forcing  too  early  an 
expenditure  for  the  conversion  of  bio¬ 
medical  telemetering  devices  would  com- 
poimd  this  problem.  Therefore,  the 
Commission  is  providing  for  a  10-year 
amortization  period  instead  of  the  5 -year 
period  as  proposed  in  the  notice. 

16.  Laser  Systems,  in  its  comment,  re¬ 
quests  the  Commission  to  provide  a  6- 
month  grace  period  after  rules  are 
adopted  to  permit  time  to  deplete  current 
inventories.  The  information  supplied  in 
this  proceeding  indicates  that  most 
manufacturers  are  presently  supplying 
equipment  on  frequencies  just  below  or 
just  above  the  band  174-216  MHz.  While 
manufacturers  will  be  put  to  some  ex¬ 
pense  to  convert  their  present  inventory 
to  this  new  band,  the  Commission 
does  not  believe  this  will  be  imduly 
burdensome. 

17.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is 
ordered.  That  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  sections  4(i),  302,  and  303  j 
(f)  and  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended.  Parts  1  and  15  are 
amended  effective  April  30.  1972,  as  set 
forth  below. 

18.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
waivers  heretofore  granted  to  the  manu- 


*  In  the  frequency  band  174-216  MHz,  the 
field  strength  permitted  under  {  15.211(a)  Is 
150  iiv/m.  at  100  feet. 
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facturers  listed  below  excluding  their 
biomedical  telemetry  equipment  from  the 
duty  cycle  requirement  of  §  15.211(a)  (3) 
are  fiuther  extended  to  April  30, 1972: 

Medtronlx,  Inc.,  New  Olarus,  Wts. 

American  Optical  Corp.  Medical  Division, 
Bedford,  Mass. 

Mennen-Oreatbatcb  Electronics,  Inc.,  Clar¬ 
ence,  N.Y. 

Care  Electronics,  Inc.,  HuntsvUle,  Ala. 
Spacelabs,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Laser  Systems  and  Electronics  Inc.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Bio  Sentry  Telemetry,  Inc.,  Gardena,  Calif. 
Cardiac  Electronics,  Clarence,  N.T. 

Statham  Instruments,  Inc.,  Oxnard,  Calif. 
Dallons  Instruments,  El  Segundo,  Calif. 
Vanguard  Medical  Products  Co.,  Tarlffvllle, 
Conn. 

■Travenol  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Morton  Grove, 

m. 

Abbott  Medical  Electronics  Co.,  North  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI, 

19.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  in  Docket  19231  is  terminated. 

(Secs.  4,  302,  303;  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  and 
82  Stat.,  1066,  290,  1082;  47  U.S.C.  154,  302, 
303) 

Adopted:  March  8, 1972. 

Released:  March  13, 1972. 

Federal  Communications 

COMBUSSION,” 

[SEAL]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Parts  1  and  15  of  Chapter  I,  Title  47, 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  1.1120  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  item  7  in  the  fee  schedule  under 
“Certification”  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.1 120  Schedule  of  fees  for  equipment 
type  approval,  type  acceptance  and 
certification. 

•  ♦  *  •  * 

CERTinCATION 


Itom  Filing  Urant 

fee  foe 


7.  Application  for  certification  of  a 
transmitter  used  for  biomedical  te- 
Isinetering  under  Part  15 .  $10  $25 


*  *  *  *  * 


2.  Section  15.4  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (k)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  13.4  General  definitions. 

*  *  •  «  • 

(k)  Biomedical  telemetry  device.  A 
low  power  communications  device  con¬ 
sisting  of  one  or  more  transmitters  which 
is  used  to  transmit,  within  a  restricted 
area,  via  a  radio  frequency  field,  meas¬ 
urements  of  either  human  or  animal  bio¬ 
medical  phenomena  to  a  receiver. 

3.  New  §§  15.216-15.218  are  added  to 
read  as  follows: 


B  Commissioners  Johnson  and  Reid  con¬ 
curring  In  the  result;  Commissioner  H.  Rex 
Lee  absent;  Commissioner  Wiley  dissenting. 


§  15.216  Biomedical  telemetering  de¬ 
vices. 

(a)  Biomedical  telemetering  devices 
may  be  operated  without  the  duty  cycle 
limitation  In  S  15.211(a)(3)  in  the  fre¬ 
quency  band  174-216  MHz. 

(b)  The  field  strength  of  emissions  on 
the  fundamental  operating  frequency 
shall  not  exceed  150  microvolts  per  meter 
at  100  feet. 

(c)  Harmonic  and  other  spurious 
emissions  falling  outside  the  band  174- 
216  MHz  shall  be  suppressed  by  at  least 
20  db  below  the  level  of  the  emission  at 
the  fundamental  operating  frequency. 

(d)  The  transmitter  part  of  the  bio¬ 
medical  telemetering  device  shall  be  cer¬ 
tificated.  The  procedure  for  certification 
is  identical  to  that  for  a  radio  control 
for  a  door  opener  as  set  out  in  §§  15.260- 
15.266  inclusive  and  §§  15.270-15.272  in¬ 
clusive,  except  that  the  reference  to  FCC 
Technical  Report  T-7001  in  §  15.264(b) 
shall  not  apply.  Measurements  shall  be 
made  pursuant  to  §  15.218. 

(e)  The  receiver  part  of  the  biomedi¬ 
cal  telemetering  device  shall  be  certifi¬ 
cated  according  to  the  requirements  of 
Subpart  C  of  this  part. 

(f)  Biomedical  telemetering  equip¬ 
ment  operating  on  frequencies  above  70 
MHz,  except  in  the  bsmd  88-108  MHz, 
manufactured  after  April  30,  1972,  must 
comply  with  the  technical  specifications 
in  this  section. 

(g)  Biomedical  telemetering  equip¬ 
ment  on  frequencies  above  70  MHz,  ex¬ 
cept  in  the  band  88-108  MHz,  in  use  prior 
to  April  30,  1972,  may  be  continued  in 
use  imtil  April  30,  1982:  Provided,  That 
such  equipment  meets  emissions  require¬ 
ments  of  §  15.211  (a) .  In  the  event  normal 
operation  of  such  equipment  causes 
harmful  interference  the  use  of  the 
equipment  shall  be  discontinued. 

§  15.217  Identification  of  a  certificated 
biomedical  device. 

(a)  Each  transmitter  tmit  and  each 
receiver  unit  of  a  biomedical  device  shall 
be  identified  with  an  appropriate  label 
containing  the  following  information: 

(1)  The  name  of  the  grantee  of  cer¬ 
tification  or  the  trade  name  specified  in 
the  application  for  certification 

(2)  The  model  number  as  given  in 
the  application  for  certification 

(3)  The  following  statement: 

This  device  complies  with  FCC  Rules  Part 
15.  Operation  is  subject  to  the  following  two 
conditions;  (1)  This  device  may  not  cause 
harmful  Interference,  and  (2)  this  device 
must  accept  any  interference  that  may  be 
received,  including  interference  that  may 
cause  undesired  operation. 

(4)  The  date  of  manufacture:  This  in¬ 
formation  may  be  inscribed  as  the  month 
and  year  of  manufacture,  or  coded  at  the 
manufacturers  option:  Provided.  That 
the  key  to  such  code  be  submitted  with 
the  application  for  certification. 

(b)  If  the  transmitter  part  of  the  de¬ 
vice  is  intended  to  be  sur^cally  implant¬ 
ed  or  otherwise  inserted  into  the  body, 
the  identification  required  by  paragraph 


(a)  of  this  section  may  be  inscribed  on 
the  container  in  which  such  transmitter 
is  delivered  to  the  purchaser. 

(c)  The  label  shall  be  permanently  at¬ 
tached  to  each  part  of  the  device  except 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  and  shall  be  readily  visible  by  pro¬ 
spective  purchasers. 

(d)  The  label  may  be  attached  only 
after  the  device  (transmitter  and  receiv¬ 
er  imits)  has  been  certificated  by  the 
Commission. 

§  15.218  Measurements  for  eertifieation. 

(a)  Measurements  shall  be  made  with 
a  field  strength  meter  in  an  open  field. 

(b)  For  transmitters  operating  at  or 
below  216  MHz,  the  spectrum  shall  be 
scanned  from  the  lowest  frequency  gen¬ 
erated  in  the  device  up  to  1,000  MHz. 

(FR  Doc,72-4014  Filed  3-15-72;8:55  am] 


(FCXJ  72-2091 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATION 

AND  RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS; 

GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGULA¬ 
TIONS 

Extension  of  Termination  Date 

Order.  In  the  matter  of  amendment 
of  9  2.106  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations  concerning  extension  of 
termination  date  of  footnote  US96. 

1.  Footnote  US96  to  the  Table  of  Fre¬ 
quency  Allocations,  §  2.106  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulatirais,  specifies 
conditions  imder  which  certain  frequen¬ 
cies  in  the  non-Qovemment  band  1990- 
2110  MHz  may  be  used  by  Government 
earth  stations  in  support  of  the  Apollo 
Space  Pre^am,  primarily  during  launch¬ 
ings.  The  footnote  carried  a  termination 
date  of  December  31,  1970,  which  coin¬ 
cided  with  the  originally  planned  com¬ 
pletion  date  of  the  Apollo  Program.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Prograih  has  since  been  re- 
sch^uled  for  completion  in  1973,  and  the 
National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Admin¬ 
istration  has  requested  that  the  termina¬ 
tion  date  of  footnote  US96  be  extended 
to  December  31, 1973. 

2.  The  Commission  believes  the  re¬ 
quested  extension  to  be  entirely  reason¬ 
able  and  consistent  with  national  objec¬ 
tives.  Moreover,  there  are  no  indications 
that  non-Govemment  use  of  the  band 
has  been  curtailed  in  any  way  by  the 
limited  Government  operations  permit¬ 
ted  under  footnote  US96.  Therefore, 
since  all  other  conditions  of  the  footnote 
remain  unchanged,  exUmsion  of  the 
termination  date  would  appear  to  have 
no  adverse  effect  on  non-Govemment 
entities  and  the  request  is  being  adc^ted 
without  prior  public  notice. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That,  ef¬ 
fective  March  22,  1972,  §  2.106  of  the 
rules  is  amended  as  set  forth  below.  Au¬ 
thority  for  this  action  is  contained  in 
section  4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  the 
effective  date  provisions  of  (5  U.S.C,  553) 
are  waived. 
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(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1083; 
47  UJ3.C.  154,  303) 

Adopted:  March  8, 1972. 

Released:  March  10. 1972. 

Federal  CoiurtTNicATioifS 
Commission,* 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Part  2  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

In  S  2.106  footnote  US96  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

US96  In  tbe  band  1990-2110  MHz,  the  fre¬ 
quencies  2106.4  MHz  and  2101.8  MHz  may  be 
autbcxlzed  for  Oovemment  earth  station 
transmission  in  connection  with  Project 
Apollo,  until  December  31,  1973,  at  the  fot- 
iowing  sites  only: 

Ciq>e  Kennedy,  Fla.  (28°28'54"  N.,  80°34'35" 
W.). 

Corpus  Chrlstl,  Tex.  (27*39'19"  N.,  97°22'49" 
W.). 

Goldstone,  Calif.  (35''23'20"  N.,  IIO'SO'SS” 
W.). 

Otiazn,  Mariana  Islands  (13*18’34"  N.,  144* 
44'10''  E.). 

Kauai,  HawaU  (22'07'31''  N.,  169*40'16’'  W.). 

Full  power  operation  shall  occur  only 
when  ^>acecraft  launched  as  a  part  of  Proj¬ 
ect  Apollo  are  in  actual  flight.  During  such 
operation,  the  carrier  shall  be  fully  modu¬ 
lated  at  all  times  to  ensure  dispersal  of  the 
transmitted  power,  and  transmission  shall 
not  occur  using  anteima  elevation  angles  of 
leas  than  3*  above  the  horizontal  plane.  Op- 
eratiMis  at  all  other  times  shall  be  confined 
to  laboratory  teste  or  subdued  radiation 
spacecraft  tests,  subject  to  the  condition  that 
no  harmful  interference  is  caused  to  TV 
broadcast  auxiliary  stations. 

(FR  Doc.72-4011  Filed  3-15-72:8:64  am] 


(Docket  No.  19201;  FCC  72-215] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

FM  Broadcast  Stations;  Utica  and 
Hamilton,  N.Y. 

Report  and  order.  In  the  matter  of 
amendment  of  S  73.202,  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments.  FM  Broadcast  Stations  (Utica 
and  Biamilton,  N.Y.),  Docket  No.  19201, 
RM-1473,  RM-1567. 

1.  The  Commission  invited  comments 
herein  on  proposals  to  amend  the  FM 
Table  of  Assignments,  §  73.202(b)  of  the 
rules,  by  substituting  Channel  254  for 
Channel  235  at  Utica,  N.T.,  and  by  as¬ 
signing  Channel  237A  at  Hamilton,  N.Y.^ 
This  action  was  taken  in  consideration  of 
petitions  for  rule  making  filed  by  WIBX, 
Inc.  (WIBX)  (RM-1473).  and  by  James 


*  Commissioner  H.  Rex  Lee  absent. 

>  See  notice  of  proposed  rule  making, 
memorandum  c^inion  and  order  and  order 
to  show  cause,  released  Apr.  14,  1971  (FCC 
71-353),  and  published  Apr.  20,  1971,  in  the 
Fedzsal  Rxcistzr  at  36  F.R.  7468.  In  this 
document  the  Commission  also  denied  the 
Ravencraft  request  for  rule  making  on  its 
proposal  to  assign  Channel  254  at  Hamilton 
and  ordered  WIBX,  Inc.,  to  show  cause  why 
Its  permit  for  Station  WIBQ-FM,  Utica,  N.Y., 
should  not  be  modified  to  specify  operation 
on  Channel  254  Instead  of  Channel  236  if  the 
channel  substitution  is  made. 


R.  Ravencraft  (Ravencraft)  (RM-1567) 
on  conflicting  FM  proposals  to  assign 
Channel  254  at  Utica  and  Hamilton. 
WIBX,  the  UUca  Channel  235  iWIBQ- 
FM)  permittee,  proposed  the  substitu¬ 
tion  of  Channel  254  for  Channel  235  at 
Utica.  It  also  suggested  Channel  23 7 A 
for  a  Hamilton  assignment  if  its  Utica 
proposal  is  adopted.  Ravencraft,  a  pro¬ 
spective  applicant  for  an  FM  station  in 
the  Hamilton  area,  proposed  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  Channel  254  at  Hamilton  and 
opposed  Channel  237A  for  a  Hamilton 
assignment. 

2.  WIBX  filed  comments  supporting  its 
proposal  to  substitute  Channel  254  for 
Chaimel  235  at  Utica.  It  also  advised,  in 
response  to  the  show  cause  order,  that 
it  is  agreeable  to  modification  of  its 
WIBQ-FM  permit  to  specify  operation  on 
Channel  254  instead  of  Channel  235  at 
Utica  if  the  substitution  is  made.  Raven¬ 
craft  filed  comments  opposing  the  Utica 
Channel  254  proposal  and  in  fiuiher 
support  of  his  conflicting  proposal  for 
the  assignment  of  Channel  254  at  Ham¬ 
ilton.  He  also  alternatively  proposed,  if 
Channel  254  is  substituted  for  Channel 
235  at  Utica  and  no  other  Class  B  FM 
channel  is  available  for  assignment  at 
Hamilton,  that  Channel  237A  be  as¬ 
signed  to  Cazenovia,  N.Y.,  rather  than 
to  Hamilton,  as  proposed.  John  Woods, 
president  of  Woods  Commimications 
Corp.  (WRUN-FM),  UUca,  also  filed  a 
statement  to  show  that  Hamilton  is 
within  the  predicted  1  mv/m  contour  of 
StaUon  WRUN-FM. 

3.  As  the  notice  informed,  Channel  254 
is  technically  feasible  for  assignment  and 
use  in  full  conformity  with  mileage  sep¬ 
aration  requirements  at  either  Utica  or 
Hamilton  but  not  in  both  communities 
since  the  distance  between  them  is  less 
than  25  miles.  It  also  appears  that  no 
other  imused  Class  B  FM  channel  is 
available  for  assignment  in  lieu  of  Chan¬ 
nel  254  to  either  community  and  that 
Channel  235,  if  replaced,  as  proposed,  by 
Channel  254  at  Utica,  would  also  not 
then  be  technically  feasible  for  assign¬ 
ment  in  the  Hamilton  area  because  of 
the  proximity  of  adjacent  channel  as¬ 
signments  and  stations  at  Siracuse  and 
South  Bristol  Township,  N.Y.  If  Channel 
235  is  deleted  from  Utica,  however,  Chan¬ 
nel  237A  will  be  technically  feasible  for 
assignment  and  use  at  either  Hamilton, 
as  proposed  in  the  notice,  or  at  Cazeno¬ 
via,  some  17  air  miles  northwest  of  Ham¬ 
ilton,  as  alternatively  proposed  by 
Ravencraft. 

4.  We  have  ctwisidered  the  further 
showings  made  by  WIBX  and  Ravencraft 
in  support  of  their  conflicting  proposals 
to  assign  Channel  254  at  Utica  and 
HamilUm.  They  contain  no  new  argu¬ 
ment  of  substance  not  previously  con¬ 
sidered,  and  for  the  same  reas<»is,  basi¬ 
cally,  that  we  decided  that  rule  making 
was  warranted  on  the  Utica  Channel  254 
proposal  and  not  on  the  Hamiltixi  Chan¬ 
nel  254  proposal,  we  now  ccmclude  that 
only  the  pr<^;x>sal  to  substitute  Channel 
254  for  Channel  235  at  UUca  merits 
adoption. 

5.  Utica  Channel  254  proposal:  The 
substitution  of  CTiannel  254  for  Channel 


235  at  Utica  Is  requested  by  WIBX  to 
avoid  potential  seccmd  harmonic  inter¬ 
ference  from  its  new  Utica  station  on 
Channel  235  to  reception  of  the  Syracuse 
Channel  9  televisicm  station  (WNYS- 
TV)  in  the  Utica  area.  The  Siracuse 
station  puts  a  signal  of  Grade  A  signal 
strength  over  Utica  and  has  a  substan¬ 
tial  audience  in  the  Utica  area.  It  appears 
from  the  WIBX  showing  that  the  Chan¬ 
nel  235  interference  problem  could  take 
considerable  time  to  correct  and  add  to 
the  initial  problems  of  the  new  WIBX 
station  becoming  established  as  a  fourth 
FM  commercial  outlet  at  Utica  (1970 
population,  90,802)  and  providing  the 
Utica  area  with  a  new  service.  The  poten¬ 
tial  interference  problem  does  not, 
"however,  in  itself  persuade  us  that 
the  requested  channel  substitution  is 
warranted. 

6.  As  stated  in  the  notice,  we  do  not 
consider  second  harmonic  interference 
reason  for  changing  an  FM  assignment 
since  it  can  be  corrected  and  changes  for 
this  reason  could  unduly  limit  the  use 
and  development  of  the  FM  service.  In 
instances  where  we  have  made  requested 
channel  substitutions  to  avoid  a  poten¬ 
tial  second  harmonic  Interference  prob¬ 
lem,  the  substitutions  were  found  to  be 
warranted  not  only  because  of  the  avoid¬ 
ance  of  the  interference  problem  but  be¬ 
cause  they  also  would  make  for  improved 
channel  utilization  or  have  other  public 
interest  advantages  and  would  not  ad¬ 
versely  affect  overall  assignment  effi¬ 
ciency.  The  substituticm  of  Channel  254 
for  Channel  235  at  Utica  is  also  war¬ 
ranted.  in  our  view,  because  it  will  not 
adversely  affect  assignment  efficiency 
and  the  public  interest  advantages  of  the 
proposal  are  not  limited  to  the  avoidance 
of  a  ixttential  Channel  235  interference 
problem. 

7.  The  Utica  Channel  235  assignment 
is  short-spaced  by  approximately  4  miles 
with  a  Canadian  station  «7KC7H-FM)  at 
Hull,  Province  of  Quebec.  The  substitu¬ 
tion  of  Channel  254  for  this  short-spaced 
assignment  is  technically  feasible,  would 
not  affect  any  existing  assignment  or 
station,  and  would  have  no  significant 
preclusionary  effect  upon  other  assign¬ 
ments.  While  a  Channel  254  assignment 
would  have  some  preclusionary  effect  on 
Channels  253  and  257A,  the  permissible 
site  area  for  CThannel  253  is  now  quite 
limited  and  in  an  area  where  there  are 
11  FM  assignments  within  25  miles.  Also, 
in  most  of  the  area  where  a  Channel 
257A  assignment  would  be  precluded, 
both  CThannels  232A  and  237A  would  be¬ 
come  available  for  assignment  by  delet¬ 
ing  Channel  235  from  Utica.  Hamilton 
and  Cazenovia  are  in  the  area  where 
Channel  237A  could  be  assigned  and 
where  it  appears  that  no  other  available 
Class  A  channel  could  be  assigned.  We 
therefore  believe  that  the  requested 
channel  substitution  at  Utica  has  public 
interest  value  beyond  the  elimination  of 
the  prospect  of  a  probable  CHiannel  235 
seccmd  harmonic  interference  problem 
for  a  fourth  new  station  at  Utica  to  con¬ 
tend  with  in  becoming  established.  Dele¬ 
tion  of  the  short-spaced  Channel  235 
Utica  assignment  will  also  serve  our  FM 
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objectives  by  making  available  two  addi¬ 
tional  Class  A  assignments  in  areas 
w’here  channel  availabilities  to  meet  the 
needs  of  smaller  commimities  for  local 
outlets  are  in  short  supply.  An  important 
consideration  is  that  one  of  the  channels 
made  available  by  the  channel  substitu¬ 
tion,  Channel  237A,  could  be  assigned  in 
the  Hamilton  area  where  this  record 
demonstrates  that  there  are  additional 
needs  for  local  service. 

8.  Conflicting  Hamilton  Channel  254 
proposal.  Ravencraft’s  objections  to  a 
Utica  Channel  254  assignment  center  on 
the  fact  that  the  assignment  would  make 
Channel  254  technicaUy  unavailable  for 
assignment  to  Hamilton,  as  he  requests 
for  a  wide  area  service.  However,  since 
the  establishment  of  the  FM  assignment 
plEui,  it  has  been  our  policy  to  assign  wide 
coverage  Class  B  channels,  such  as  Chan¬ 
nel  254,  only  to  sizeable  communities  or 
urban  centers,  and  to  assign  more  limited 
coverage  Class  A  channels  to  relatively 
small  communities,  such  as  Hamilton 
(1970  population  3,636),  except  when  a 
deviation  from  this  policy  is  clearly  war¬ 
ranted.  As  we  stated  in  denying  rule 
making  on  his  proposal,  adherence  to 
this  policy  is  important  and  necessary  to 
achieving  the  overall  objectives  of  the 
FM  assignment  plan  for  a  fair  and  equi¬ 
table  distribution  of  available  channels  to 
meet  present  and  future  needs,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  in  the  crowded  Northeastern 
sectiem  of  the  country  where  available 
FM  channels  are  at  a  premium. 

9.  We  are,  of  course,  aware,  as  Raven- 
craft  points  out,  that  we  have,  on  occa¬ 
sion,  in  some  cases  assigned  wide  cover¬ 
age  CHass  B  channels  to  small  communi¬ 
ties  in  deviation  from  our  basic  FM  as- 
signmoit  policy.  However,  we  do  not 
agree  that  any  of  them  serve  as  precedent 
for  adopting  his  Hamilton  Class  B  pro¬ 
posal.  Significant  considerations  which 
we  decided,  on  balance,  warranted  devia¬ 
tion  from  our  FM  Class  B  assignment 
p<^cy  in  those  cases  were  that  the  small 
community  and  area  to  be  served  by  the 
requested  Cfiass  B  assignment  were  iso¬ 
lated  and  far  from  large  p<^ulation  cen¬ 
ters  and  that  a  substantial  area  would 
receive  a  first  or  second  aural  broadcast 
service.  Of  significance  also  in  some  of 
them  was  that  a  Class  A  channel  could 
not  be  assigned  and  that  the  requested 
Class  B  assignment  for  a  small  com¬ 
munity  would  not  have  a  preclusionary 
effect  upon  the  assignment  of  the  chan¬ 
nel  to  a  sizeable  community  where  it 
would  be  likely  to  be  put  to  use. 

10.  Ravencraft  argues  that  we  have 
also  taken  population  shifts  into  account 
in  departing  from  Class  B  assignment 
policy,  citing  the  "Carbondale,  niinois,” 
FM  case,  as  an  example,*  and  urges  that 
we  do  so  here.  He  points  to  1970  U.S.  cen¬ 
sus  figures  which  show  that  Utica  (1970 
population,  91,611)  and  Oneida  County 
(1970  population  272,037) ,  in  which  Utica 
is  located,  have  had  respective  declines  of 
—8.8  percent  and  —3.3  percent  in  popu¬ 
lation  since  1960;  whereas,  they  show 
that  Hamilton  (1970  population,  3,636) 
and  Madison  County  (1970  population. 


*  In  re  Carbondale,  IlllnoU,  Docket  No. 
17627,  10  FOC  2d  409,  11  RR  2d  1616  (1067). 


62,864),  in  which  Hamilton  is  located, 
and  which,  together  with  the  northern 
portion  of  Chenango  County,  would  be 
within  the  predicted  coverage  area  of  his 
contemplate  Hamilton  Cfiass  B  facility, 
have  had  respective  increases  of  8.6  per¬ 
cent  and  15.1  percent  in  population  since 
1960. 

11.  Population  growth  or  decline  is,  of 
course,  an  important  factor  considered 
in  making  any  assignment  and,  in  FM 
cases,  in  determining  whether  a  com¬ 
munity  is  of  a  size  to  warrant  an  FM 
channel  of  any  or  a  particular  class  in 
conformity  with  our  FM  assignment 
policy.  This  factor  is  not,  however,  in  our 
view,  a  justifiable  reason  for  making  an 
assignment  in  deviation  from  our  FM 
assignment  policy,  and  it  was  not  so  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  cited  “Carbondale”  case. 
As  our  decision  in  that  case  reveals,  the 
growth  factor  (based  on  a  showing  that 
Carbondale  has  increased  in  population 
from  14,670  in  1960  to  20,516  in  1964  as  a 
result  of  growth  and  annexation)  was  a 
significant  consideration  for  the  decision 
that  Carbondale  was  of  a  size  to  warrant 
a  first  Class  B  assignment  in  conformity 
with  our  Class  B  assignment  policy  and 
not  in  departure  therefrom,  and  partic¬ 
ularly  bemuse  of  another  consideration, 
that  it  was  the  largest  community  in  the 
area  where  the  requested  CTlass  B  assign¬ 
ment  was  technically  feasible  for  assign¬ 
ment.  In  any  event,  it  is  plain  in  this  case 
that. Utica,  despite  a  decline  in  popula¬ 
tion  over  the  1960-70  period,  is  still  of  a 
size,  and  we  think,  of  importance  to  be 
considered  for  a  fourth  CTlass  B  assign¬ 
ment  by  the  pcH^ulation  criteria  used  for 
making  FM  assignments.*  Hamilton,  on 
the  other  hand,  even  though  it  has  had  a 
substantial  population  increase  over  the 
same  period,  is  still  too  small  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  for  a  Class  B  assignment  except 
as  an  exception  to  our  general  policy  of 
assigning  wide-coverage  Class  B  chan¬ 
nels  only  to  urban  centers. 

12.  We  cannot  reach  that  decision  with 
respect  to  Hamilton.  None  of  the  con¬ 
siderations  we  consider  as  possible  over¬ 
riding  justification  for  assigning  a  wide- 
coverage  channel  to  a  small  community 
in  deviation  from  general  assignment 
policy  (see  paragraph  7  above)  constitute 
reason,  in  our  view,  for  assigning  Chan¬ 
nel  254  to  Hamilton.  In  the  first  place, 
this  requested  Class  B  assignment  at 
Hamilton  would  preclude  use  of  Channel 
254  at  Utica  where  we  have  amcluded 
that  it  would  have  technical  and  public 
interest  advantages  over  the  present 
Utica  Channel  235  assignment.  Second, 
a  Hamilton  Class  B  assigmment  cannot 
be  justified  for  reason  that  a  CHass  A 
channel  cannot  be  assigned  there,  since 
the  deletion  of  Channel  235  at  Utica  will 
make  Channel  237A  available  for  assign¬ 
ment  at  Hamilton  or  elsewhere  in  the 
area.  Third,  a  Class  B  assignment  at 
Hamilton  is  not,  on  balance,  warranted, 
in  our  judgment,  because  of  any  need  to 
serve  an  area  exceptionally  isolated 
from  sizeable  urban  centers  or  a  substan- 


3  Our  FM  assignment  policy  provides  lor 
two  to  four  Class  B  assignments  in  communi¬ 
ties  with  populations  ranging  from  50,000  to 
100.000. 


tial  area  without  aural  services.  The  area 
which  would  be  within  the  1  mv/m  con¬ 
tour  of  Ravencraft’s  proposed  Channel 
254  operation  at  Hamilton  (Madison 
County  and  the  northern  portion  of 
Chenango  County)  is  not  far  from  size¬ 
able  urban  centers  to  the  north,  north- 
^t  and  northwest  (Syracuse,  Rome. 
Utica)  and  south  (Binghamton),  and  all 
of  Madison  County  is  a  part  of  the  Syra¬ 
cuse  standard  metropolitan  statistical 
area.  Stations  in  those  cities  and  in  other 
nearby  communities,  three  of  which  are 
in  Madison  Coimty,^  provide  aural  serv¬ 
ices  in  the  area  which  would  be  served  by 
a  Hamilton  Cfiass  B  station.  Using  the 
criteria  which  we  have  specified  for  use 
in  making  reasonable  projections  of  FM 
service,*  the  proposed  Hatton  Class  B 
station  would  provide  no  area  with  a  first 
FM  service  and  only  an  area  Involving 
128  square  miles  with  2,597  persims  with 
a  second  FM  service. 

13.  While  Ravencraft  argues  that  the 
moimtainous  and  rugged  terrains  in  the 
predicted  coverage  area  of  his  proposed 
Hamilton  CHass  B  operation  hinder  or 
prevent  adequate  reception  of  services 
from  existing  nearby  stations,  it  would 
seem  that  a  Hamilton  Class  B  station 
could  face  a  similar  problem  in  serving 
the  reaches  of  its  predicted  coverage 
area.  In  any  case,  Ravencraft’s  showing 
provides  no  basis  for  assuming  that  there 
is  any  substantial  lack  of  adequate  aural 
services  from  existing  stations  through¬ 
out  the  area  which  would  be  served  other 
than,  possibly,  in  the  Hamilton  area  it¬ 
self.  From  his  showing,  it  does  appear, 
however,  that  a  Class  A  channel  could 
adequately  serve  the  Hamilton  area. 

14.  While,  for  the  above  reasons,  we 
remain  of  the  view  that  the  public  inter¬ 
est  is,  on  balance,  best  served  by  not  de¬ 
viating  from  our  basic  FM  assignment 
policy  by  assigning  Channel  254  at  Ham¬ 
ilton,  it  is  in  accord  with  that  policy  and 
would  serve  the  public  interest,  we  be¬ 
lieve,  to  assign  a  Class  A  channel  to  the 
Hamilton  area. 

15.  Hamilton  and  Cazenovia  237A  pro¬ 
posals.  Except  for  Colgate  University’s 
low-power  educational  FM  station 
(WRCU-FM),  there  is  no  local  aiural  fa¬ 
cility  or  assignment  at  Hamilton.  It  ap¬ 
pears  from  Ravencraft’s  showings  that 
Hamilton  is  a  growing  community  of  a 
size  and  importance  which  has  a  need  for 
local  programing  directed  to  its  needs 
and  interests  which  is  not  being  ade¬ 
quately  satisfied  by  its  local  FM  station 
or  by  other  aural  services  received  in  the 
area;  that  another  local  FM  statiop 
would  serve  a  need;  and  that,  because  of 
the  terrain  in  this  area,  there  is  inter¬ 
ference  to  reception  of  nearby  FM  sta¬ 
tions,  and  AM  service  to  the  area,  par¬ 
ticularly  at  night,  is  of  unacceptable 
quality. 


*  station  WOIV-FM  at  De  Ruyter,  some  15 
miles  west  of  Hamilton;  Station  WMCR,  a 
daytime  only,  one  kilowatt  station,  at  Oneida, 
about  25  miles  north  of  Hamilton,  and 
WRCU-FM.  a  low-power  educational  FM  sta¬ 
tion,  at  Hamilton,  licensed  to  Colgate 
University. 

■  Roanoke  Rapids  and  Goldsboro,  North 
Carolina,  9  FCC  2d  672  (1967). 
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16.  In  the  notice,  we  therefore  pro¬ 
posed  Channel  237A  for  a  Hamilton  as¬ 
signment,  contingent  upon  the  proposed 
substitution  of  Channel  254  for  Channel 
235  at  Utica.  While  Ravencraft  expressed 
disinterest  in  this  Class  A  prc^sosal  for 
Hamilton,  being  of  the  view  that  a  Class 
A  (^ration  there  would  have  too  smalT 
a  coverage  area  to  be  economically  fea¬ 
sible,  we,  nevertheless,  felt  that  others 
unaware  of  this  possibility  for  an  FM  as¬ 
signment  at  Hfijniltfm  should  have  an 
opportunity  to  comment  on  the  pr(^x)sal 
also  before  decisicm. 

17.  In  his  comments  Ravencraft  al¬ 
ternatively  proposes  (assuming  that 
Channel  254  or  another  Class  B  channel 
is  not  assigned  at  Hamilton)  that  Chan¬ 
nel  237A  be  assigned  at  Cazenovia,  a 
community  with  a  1970  population  of 
3,031,  some  17  air  miles  northwest  of 
Hamilton,  rather  than  at  Hamilton.  He 
xirges  that  a  Class  A  facility  at  Cazeno¬ 
via  could  provide  better  sei^ce  to  more 
people  than  one  at  Hamilton  because 
there  are  siimmits  within  4  miles  of 
Csizenovia  exceeding  1,800  feet  where  a 
transmitter  site  could  be  located  whereas 
there  are  none  within  that  distance  of 
Hamilton  in  excess  of  1,700  feet.  Conse¬ 
quently,  he  states  that  a  Class  A  Cazeno¬ 
via  station  operating  from  a  site  on  one 
of  the  summits  to  the  southeast  of  Caze¬ 
novia  could  provide  a  good  quality  sig¬ 
nal  to  Cazenovia.  Hamilton,  and  Morris- 
vUle  (1970  population  2,295),  situated  11 
miles  east  of  Cazenovia  and  7  miles 
nm^east  of  Hamilton.  Except  for  the 
low-power  educational  FM  station  at 
Hamilton,  none  of  these  communities 
have  a  local  broadcast  outlet,  and  other 
t-bnn  Oneida,  which  already  has  local 
service,  they  are  the  three  largest  com¬ 
munities  in  Madison  Coimty.  A  Hamilton 
Class  A  station,  he  maintains,  might  not 
be  able  to  put  a  strong  signal  into  Caze¬ 
novia  and  would  serve  36,487  persons  as 
compared  to  56,449  persons  by  a  Caze¬ 
novia  Class  A  facility.  Also,  he  avers  that 
a  CTlass  A  facility  at  Hamilton  would 
serve  21,278  residents  of  Madison  County 
(33.85  percent)  as  compared  to  39,175 
(62.32  percent)  Madison  County  resi¬ 
dents  by  a  Cazenovia  C?lass  A  facility. 

18.  Ravencraft  further  urges  that 
service  to  sdl  three  of  these  ccxnmunities 
would  be  preferable  to  service  to  only 
one  of  them  since,  while  Hamilton  is  the 
largest  of  the  three,  they  are  all  impor¬ 
tant,  growing,  rural  centers  *  in  the  most 
rapidly  growing  pwrtiOTis  of  the  coimty 
and  have  similar  economic  and  ethnic 
characteristics  to  Hamilton.  This  is  dem- 
(xistrated  by  his  showing.  Another  ad¬ 
vantage  claimed  for  his  Cazenovia  pro¬ 
posal  is  that  it  would  permit  the  station 
to  draw  upon  all  three  communities  for 
advertising  to  support  it.  He  also  stresses 
that  the  proposal  would  permit  the  sta¬ 
tion  to  provide  all  three  communities 
with  local  programing  needed  aocutely 
to  provide  information  on  specific  road 
conditions  in  the  area  during  the  winter 
months,  to  publicize  local  community 
gatherings,  local  marketing  conditions. 


•During  the  1960-1970  period,  Caoenovla 
had  a  growth  rate  of  17.3  percent,  MorrUrllle, 
76.1  percent  and  Hamilton,  8.6  percent. 
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and  to  serve  as  an  outlet  fcM-  candidates 
running  for  public  office  locally  and  in 
the  county^  as  well  as  for  Congress. 
Ravencraft  also  states  that  if  Channel 
237A  is  assigned  to  Cazenovia,  he  will  ex¬ 
peditiously  proceed  to  api^  for  authority 
to  construct  and  operate  a  facility  on  the 
channel  which  will  provide  a  first  truly 
local  service  to  Cazenovia,  Hamilton,  and 
Monisville,  as  well  as  their  surrounding 
rural  populations. 

19.  The  advantages  stated  for  assign¬ 
ing  Channel  237A  at  Cazenovia  rather 
than  at  Hamilton  are  persuasive.  Not 
only  does  it  appear  that  a  Cazenovia  as¬ 
signment  may  lead  to  the  early  inaugura¬ 
tion  of  a  new  FM  service  to  meet  the  need 
for  local  service  in  this  area  but  that  it 
has  more  potential  for  serving  more  peo¬ 
ple  and  the  needs  of  the  three  largest 
communities  in  the  area,  as  well  as  for  an 
efficient  and  economically  feasible  opera¬ 
tion.  Therefore,  since  by  our  action  here¬ 
in  deleting  Channel  235  from  Utica, 
Channel  237A  is  technically  feasible  for 
assignment  and  use  at  Cazenovia,  and 
the  assignment  of  the  channel  there 
would  have  no  significant  preclusionary 
effect  upon  the  use  of  FM  channels  else¬ 
where,  we  have  decided  that  the  public 
interest  would  be  served  by  adoption  of 
this  proposal. 

20.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  authority  contained  in  sec¬ 
tions  4(i),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and  307(b)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended;  It  is  ordered.  That  effective 
i^ril  21.  1972,  the  FM  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments,  S  73.202(b)  of  the  rules,  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows  for  the  (iities  listed 
below: 

City  Channel  No. 

Cazenovia,  N.T _  237A 

UUca,  N.T - - 346. 264.  282,  297 

21.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  assign  Channel  254  to  Hamilton. 
N.Y.,  is  denied. 

22.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  effective 
April  21, 1972,  the  outstanding  cxmstruc- 
tion  permit  of  WIBX  Inc.,  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  Station  WIBQ-FM  on  Chsm- 
nel  235  at  Utica,  N.Y..  is  hereby  modified 
to  specify  operation  on  Channel  254  in 
lieu  of  Channel  235,  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  condition: 

(a)  The  permittee  shall  submit  to  the 
Commission  by  May  12,  1972,  all  neces¬ 
sary  information  to  comply  with  the  ap¬ 
plicable  technical  rules  for  modification 
of  authorizaticm  to  cover  the  operation 
of  Station  WIBQ-FM  on  Channel  254 
at  UUca,  N.Y.^ 


•In  Instituting  rule  making  on  WIBX's 
proposal  for  substituting  Channel  254  for 
Channel  235  at  Utica,  we  declined  to  consider 
in  the  proceeding  a  WIBX  request  to  waive 
miieage  separation  requirements  to  permit 
WBIX  operation  on  Channel  254  from  its 
authorized  Channel  235  transmitter  site, 
which  is  approximately  nine/ tenths  of  one 
mile  short-^aced  with  the  adjacent  Channel 
255  station  (WJOT-FM)  at  Burlington,  Ver¬ 
mont.  It  is  not  our  practice  to  consider  such 
requests  in  rule  making  cases,  such  as  this 
Utica  case,  where  the  propos^  assignment 
for  a  community  can  be  made  and  used 
there  in  conformity  with  all  FM  minimum 
spacing  requirements.  Our  practice  is  to  con- 


23.  It  is  further  ordered.  Thai  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  terminated. 

(Secs.  4.  SOS,  307,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066L 
1082,  1083;  47  UJBU.  164,  303,  307) 

Adopted:  March  8, 1972. 

Released:  March  13, 1972. 

Federal  Communications 

COBfMISSION,* 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secrcfory. 

(FR  Doc.72-4012  Filed  3-15-72:8:54  am] 

Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  X — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

SU8CHAPTER  C— ACCOUNTS,  RECORDS,  AND 
REPORTS 

[No.  33687,  Sub-No.  3] 

PART  1243--QUARTERLY 
OPERATING  REPORTS— RAILROADS 

Prescription  of  Forms 

Order.  At  a  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Division  2,  held 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Uie 
16th  day  of  February  1972. 

On  DecCTiber  3,  1971,  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (36  FH.  23078)  ad¬ 
vising  all  interested  persons  that  the 
Ck>mmission  had  under  consideration  a 
proposal  amending  49  C7FR  1243.1,  Form 
RfcE,  Revenues  and  Expenses,  and  49 
CFR  1243.2,  Form  IBS,  l^lected  Income 
and  Balance  Sheet  Items,  to  provide  that 
all  CTlass  I  railroads,  excluding  Class  I 
switching  and  terminal  companies,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provlsimis  of  Part  I  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  be  required 
to  file  revised  quarterly  reports  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  quarterly  report  forms  to 
be  designated  Form  RE&I,  Quarterly 
Report  of  Revenues,  Expenses  and  In¬ 
come,  and  Form  CSS,  Quarterly  Con¬ 
densed  Balance  Sheet,  effective  with  the 
quarterly  reporting  period  beginning 
January  1,  1972.  After  consideration  of 
all  relevant  matters  submitted  by  in¬ 
terested  persons,  the  reports  proposed 
are  hereby  adopted  with  modifications, 
as  shown  by  the  forms  and  instructions 
attached  to  and  made  a  part  of  this 
order.*  Wherefore,  and  good  cause 
appearing: 

It  is  ordered.  That  quarterly  operating 
reports  for  railroads.  Form  RE&I,  Quar¬ 
terly  Report  of  Revenues,  Expenses  and 
Inccxne,  and  Form  CBS,  Quarteily  Con¬ 
densed  Balance  Sheet,  as  shown  in  the 
attachments  hereto,*  are  ad<H>ted  and 
prescribed. 


sider  such  requests.  If  made.  In  connection 
with  an  application  for  the  assignment.  Since 
WIBX  states  .  In  its  comments  and  response 
to  our  Show  Cause  Order  that  it  was  then  of 
the  intention  to  seek  authority  to  operate 
on  Channel  264  from  its  authorized  Channel 
235  site  at  Utica,  if  this  is  still  Its  Intention, 
its  waiver  request  should  be  resubmitted  for 
consideration  with  the  other  Information 
called  for  by  this  paragraph. 

•  Commissioner  H.  Rex  Lee. 

^  Forms  and  instructlmis  filed  as  part  of 
the  original  document. 
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It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  report¬ 
ing  requirements  prescribed  hereby  are 
applicable  to  all  Class  I  railroads,  except 
switching  and  terminal  companies,  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Title  49,  Chapter  X,  Subchapter 
C,  Subport  A,  S  1240.1,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  report¬ 
ing  requirements  prescribed  hereby  are 
effective  with  reports  for  the  quarter  be¬ 
ginning  January  1, 1972. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  §§  1243.1 
and  1243.2,  Title  49,  Chapter  X,  Sub¬ 
chapter  C,  Part  1243,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulaticms  be  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1243.1  Revenues,  expenses  and  in¬ 
come. 

Commencing  with  reports  for  the  3 
months  beginning  January  1,  1972,  and 
for  subsequent  quarters  thereafter,  until 
further  ordered,  all  Class  I  railroads, 
except  switching  and  terminal  com¬ 
panies,  as  defined  in  §  1240.1  of  this 
chapter,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Part 
I  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  required  to  compile  and 
file  quarterly  reports  of  revenues,  ex¬ 
penses  and  income  in  accordance  with 
quarterly  report  Form  RE&I,  and  instruc¬ 
tions  thereon.  Such  quarterly  reports 
shall  be  filed,  in  duplicate,  in  the  Bureau 
of  Accoimts,  Interstate  Conunerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washingtcm,  D.C.  20423,  within 
30  days  after  the  end  of  the  quarter  to 
which  they  relate. 

§  1243.2  Condensed  balanre  sheet. 

Commencing  with  reports  for  the  3 
months  beginning  January  1,  1972,  and 
for  subsequent  quarters  thereafter,  until 
further  ordered,  all  Class  I  railroads,  ex¬ 
cept  switching  and  terminal  companies, 
as  defined  in  §  1240.1  of  this  chapter,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  Part  I  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act,  be,  and  they  are 
hereby,  required  to  compile  and  file 
quarterly  reports  of  balance  sheet  items 
in  accordance  with  quarterly  report 
Form  CBS,  and  instructions  thereon. 
Such  quarterly  reports  shall  be  filed,  in 
duplicate,  in  the  Bureau  of  Accounts,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20423,  within  30  days  after 
the  end  of  the  quarter  to  which  they 
relate. 

(49  U.S.C.  12,  20) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  notice  of 
this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  public  by 
depositing  a  copy  thereof  in  the  OflQce 
of  the  Secretary  of  this  Commission  at 


Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  filing  a  copy 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

And,  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
proceeding  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
discontinued. 

By  the  Commission,  Division  2. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-4049  Piled  3-15-72:8:64  am] 

Title  50— WILDUFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 

and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 

Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  33 — SPORT  FISHING 

Charles  Sheldon  Antelope  Range  and 

Stillwater  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 

Nev.;  Correction 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  on  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  (3-16- 
72). 

§33.5  Special  regulations;  sport  fish¬ 
ing;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

General  conditions.  Fishing  shall  be  In 
accordance  with  applicable  State  regu¬ 
lations.  Portions  of  refuges  which  are 
open  to  fishing  are  designated  by  signs 
and/or  delineated  on  maps.  The  maps 
are  available  at  the  respective  refuge 
headquarters  and  from  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fish¬ 
eries  and  Wildlife,  Post  Office  Box  3737, 
Portland,  OR  97208. 

Nevada 

Correction:  Special  cemditiem  should 
read  as  follows: 

Special  condition  for  Charles  Sheldon 
Antelope  Range  and  Stillwater  National 
Wildlife  Refuge.  Refuges  closed  to  fish¬ 
ing  during  the  migratory  water-fowl 
hunting  season. 

John  D.  Findlay, 
Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

March  8,  1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-4018  Plied  3-15-72:8:52  am] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
[  7  CFR  Port  1421  1 
FLAXSEED 

Support  Program  for  1972  Crop 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Commodity  Credit  CorpKjration,  under 
the  authority  of  sections  301,  401,  and 
403  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended  (63  Stat.  1051,  as  amended;  7 
U.S.C,  1447,  1421,  and  1423),  and  sec¬ 
tions  4  and  5  of  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  Charter  Act,  as  amended 
(62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C. 
714b,  714c),  is  considering  certain  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  loan  and  purchase  pro¬ 
gram  for  1972  crop  flaxseed.  Expedition 
of  the  determination  of  these  provisions 
is  necessary  due  to  the  early  harvesting 
of  the  flaxseed  crop  in  southeast  Texas. 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  a  notice  of  pro- 
pxised  rule  making  relating  to  the  sup- 
p)ort  level  for  1972-crop  flaxseed,  36  F.R. 
24069,  the  national  average  loan  and 
purchase  rate  for  No.  1  flaxseed  was  es¬ 
tablished  at  $2.50  per  bushel.  TThe  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  is  preparing 
to  make  determinations  and  issue  regu¬ 
lations  governing:  (1)  Area  and  dates  of 
availability  of  the  program;  (2)  the 
schedule  of  deductions  for  storage 
charges;  (3)  the  maturity  date  of  loans; 
and  (4)  basic  county  support  rates  and 
premiums  and  discounts.  The  regulations 
covering  such  matters  for  the  1971  crop 
of  flaxseed  were  published  at  36  F.R. 
9001  and  13261. 

Prior  to  making  any  of  the  foregoing 
determinations,  consideration  will  be 
given  to  data,  views,  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  which  are  submitted  in  writing  to 
the  Director,  Oilseeds  and  Special  Crops 
EHvision,  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
All  sid)missions  must,  in  order  to  be  sure 
of  consideration,  be  received  by  the  Di¬ 
rector  no  later  than  15  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

All  written  submissions  made  pursuant 
to  this  notice  will  be  made  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
Director  during  regular  business  hours 
(8:15  a.m.  to  4:45  p.m.)  (7  Cm  1.27(b) ). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  10,  1972. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

(FR  Doc.72-4024  Filed  3-15-72:8:52  am] 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 
[  7  CFR  Part  1701  1 
RURAL  TELEPHONE  FACILITIES 

Proposed  Specifications  for  Telephone 
Ringers 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant 
to  the  Rural  Electrification  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  901  et  seq.) ,  REA  pro¬ 
poses  to  issue  REA  Bulletin  345-64  to 
announce  a  new  REA  Specification  PE- 
47  for  telephone  ringers.  On  issuance  of 
REA  Bulletin  345-64,  Appendix  A  to  Part 
1701  will  be  modified  accordingly. 

Persons  interested  in  the  new  speci¬ 
fication  may  submit  written  data,  views, 
or  comments  to  the  Director,  Telephone 
Operations  and  Standards  Division, 
Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
Room  1355,  South  Building,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  not  later  than  30  days  from 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  All  written  submissions 
made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Office  of  the  Director,  Telephone 
Operations  and  Standards  Division  dur¬ 
ing  regular  business  horn's. 

A  copy  of  the  new  REA  Specification 
PE-47  may  be  secured  in  person  or  by 
written  request  from  the  Director,  Tele¬ 
phone  Operations  and  Standards 
Division. 

The  text  of  REA  Bulletin  345-64  an¬ 
nouncing  the  issuance  of  the  new  spec¬ 
ification  is  as  follows: 

REA  Bulletin  345-64 

Subject:  REA  Specification  for  Ringers. 

I.  Purpose.  To  announce  a  new  REA  Spec¬ 
ification  PE-47  for  telephone  ringers. 

II.  General.  A.  This  specification  super¬ 
sedes  “REA — Ringer  Performance  Objec¬ 
tives,”  dated  September  1967,  and  all 
previous  REA  ringer  requirements.  The  re¬ 
quirements  herein  are  applicable  to  fre¬ 
quency  selective  and  straight-line  ringers. 
Tone  ringers  or  other  special  ringing  devices 
are  not  included. 

B.  The  Intent  of  these  requirements  and 
tests  is  to  determine  if  a  given  make  and 
type  ringer  is  adequate  for  use  on  cable  loops 
ranging  from  very  short  nonloaded  types  to 
repeatered  D66  loaded  loops  of  up  to  26  miles 
in  length  and  4,300  ohms  resistance  when 
connected  in  a  prescribed  manner.  Compli¬ 
ance  with  these  requirements  must  be  dem¬ 
onstrated  for  a  ringer  to  be  listed  as 
acceptable  by  REA. 

III.  Availability  of  specification.  Copies  of 
PE-47  will  be  furnished  by  REA  upon  request. 

Dated:  March  13,  1972. 

E.  F.  Renshaw, 

Assistant  Administrator — Telephone. 

[FR  Doc.72-4040  Filed  3-15-72:8:53  am] 


DEPARTMENT  DF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATIDN,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[21  CFR  Part  31 

OXYGEN  AND  ITS  DELIVERY 
SYSTEMS 

Proposed  Statement  of  Policy 

Shortly  after  the  enactment  of  the 
Durham-Humphrey  Amendment  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  82-215),  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  expressed  the  opinion 
that  in  light  of  the  general  use  of  medic¬ 
inal  gases  such  articles  should  be  re¬ 
garded  as  prescription  drugs  and,  there¬ 
fore,  should  be  labeled  with  the  pre¬ 
scription  legend.  Subsequently,  members 
of  the  Compressed  Gas  Association,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  pointed  out  that,  because  of 
the  special  uses  of  compressed  oxygen, 
there  are  many  circumstances  under 
which  it  would  be  impractical  to  insist 
that  oxygen  be  administered  imder  the 
supervision  of  a  physician.  Many  groups, 
e.g.,  rescue  squa^,  fli*e  departments,  and 
other  first  aid  type  services,  retain  oxy¬ 
gen  delivery  devices  for  use  in  emergen¬ 
cies  when  a  physician  would  not  ordi¬ 
narily  be  present.  After  thorough  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  points  raised  by  the  Com¬ 
pressed  Gas  Association,  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  agi-eed  in  Septem¬ 
ber  of  1953  that  it  would  be  appropriate 
to  label  compressed  oxygen  for  drug  use 
with  the  following  statement:  ‘‘For  emer¬ 
gency  use  only  by  trained  personnel  for 
oxygen  deficiency  and  resuscitation.  Do 
not  use  high  concentrations  more  than 
5  hours  without  a  1-hour  interruption. 
For  other  medical  uses  only  directed 
by  a  physician.  Use  only  with  pressure 
reducing  equipment  and  apparatus  de¬ 
signed  for  oxygen.” 

There  has  been  an  increase  in  the  utili¬ 
zation  of  oxygen  in  medical  applications 
as  a  life  support  medium  in  emergency 
escape  systems,  and,  in  recent  years, 
small  over-the-counter  devices  contain¬ 
ing  oxygen  have  aptieared  on  the  market. 
Many  of  these  over-the-counter  devices 
are  not  suitable  for  any  medical  or  emer¬ 
gency  use.  These  developments  have 
prompted  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and 
Drugs  to  clarify  the  requirements  for 
the  labeling  of  devices  intended  to  de¬ 
liver  oxygen  for  drug  use. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act  (secs.  502  (a),  (f),  (j),  701(a),  52 
Stat.  1050,  1051,  1055;  21  U.S.C.  352  (a), 
(f),  (j),  371(a))  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  him  (21  CFR  2.120),  the 
Commissioner  proposes  to  amend  Part 
3  by  adding  a  new  section,  as  follows: 
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§  3. _  Notice  to  manufacturers,  pack¬ 

ers,  and  distributors  of  oxygen  in¬ 
tended  for  drug  use  and  to  manufac¬ 
turers  of  medical  and  emergency 
oxygen  administration  devices. 

(a)  Definitions.  The  following  defini¬ 
tions  shall  apply  to  this  section: 

(1)  “Oxygen  for  medical  and  emer¬ 
gency  oxygen  deficiency  applications” 
means  oxygen  meeting  The  U.S.  Phar¬ 
macopeia  (U.S.P.)  specifications  and  in¬ 
tended  for  administration  by  medically 
trained  personnel  and  Includes  oxygen 
which  is  administered  imder  the  direc¬ 
tion  of  a  medical  practitioner  at  ele¬ 
vated  pressures  (e.g.  in  a  hyperbaric 
chamber  or  similar  device  used  in  the 
therapeutic  treatment  of  man  or  ani¬ 
mal).  It  also  means  oxygen  meeting  the 
U.S.P.  specifications  which,  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  qualified  medical  personnel,  may 
be  administered  by  properly  instructed 
personnel  for  emergency  resuscitation  or 
for  protection  against  oxygen-deficient 
atmosphere. 

(2)  “Oxygen  for  environmental  use” 
means  oxygen  meeting  the  U.S.P.  specifi¬ 
cations  and  used  to  supp>ort  life  artifici¬ 
ally  in  environments  which  are  normally 
deficient.  This  definition  includes,  but  is 
not  limited  to,  space  and  space  simula¬ 
tion  capsules,  deep  submersibles,  etc.  It 
specifically  excludes  oxygen  used  in 
chambers  or  devices  for  the  medical 
tl.erapeutic  treatment  of  man  or  animal. 

(3)  “Oxygen  for  industrial  use” 
means  oxygen  not  intended  for  breath¬ 
ing. 

(4)  “Oxygen  for  aircraft  use”  means 
oxygen  in  fixed  or  portable  oxygen  con¬ 
tainers  or  systems  intended  for  com¬ 
mercial  or  private  aircraft  use,  meeting 
the  U.SP.  specifications,  and  having  the 
special  moisture  and/or  other  limiting 
characteristics  required  for  aviators 
breathing  oxygen. 

(5)  “Bulk  oxygen  container”  means 
any  oxygen  container  or  group  of  con¬ 
tainers  interconnected  as  a  single  unit 
having  the  capacity  to  contain  a  volume 
of  gaseous  or  liquified  oxygen  U.S.P.  in 
excess  of  410  standard  cubic  feet  at  70* 
P.  and  1  atmosphere. 

(6)  “Portable  oxygen  container” 
means  any  oxygen  container  having  the 
capacity  to  contain  a  maximum  volimie 
of  oxygen  U.S.P.  not  exceeding  410  cubic 
feet. 

(7)  “Emergency  oxygen  administra¬ 
tion  unit”  consists  of  a  portable  oxygen 
container,  as  defined  in  subparagraph 
(6)  of  this  paragraph,  containing  oxygen 
U.S.P.:  a  dispensing  device  which  con¬ 
sists  of  pressure  reducing  equipment 
cap>able  of  maintaining  a  constant  flow 
of  at  least  6  liters  of  oxygen  per  minute 
for  a  minimum  of  15  minutes:  con¬ 
tent  indicator;  and  a  mask  or  other 
means  of  administering  the  oxygen  to 
the  pa',  lent. 

(b)  Labeling.  (1)  Unless  exempted 
under  paragraph  (c)  of  this  section,  all 
containers  of  oxygen  intended  for  med¬ 
ical  and  emergency  oxygen  deficiency 
applications  must  bear  the  following 
label  statements: 

(i)  Containers  shall  indicate  that  the 
contents  consist  of  “Oxygen  U.S.P.”  and 
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shall  state  the  available  volume  of  oxy¬ 
gen  UJ3P.  in  Uters  at  70*  P.  (or  21.1*  C.) 
and  1  atmosphere. 

(il)  The  indications  for  use  statement 
shall  be  “For  oxygen  deficiency  or 
emergency  resiiscitation  when  us^  by 
personnel  properly  instructed  in  oxygen 
administration.  Por  other  medical  ap¬ 
plications  only  as  directed  by  a  phyk- 
cian.”  (Por  other  medical  applications, 
the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration 
would  not  object  to  the  label  statement 
“Por  Professional  Use  Only”,  if  the 
product  so  labeled  is  distributed  solely 
to  physicians  or  other  practitioners 
licensed  under  State  law  to  administer 
oxygen  for  such  medical  application.) 
(iil)  The  warning  statement  shall  be 
Warning 

Uninterrupted  use  of  high  concentrations 
of  oxygen  for  more  than  5  hours  may  be 
harmful. 

Do  not  attempt  to  use  on  patients  who  have 
stopped  breathing,  unless  used  In  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  resuscitative  equipment. 

Keep  Out  of  Reach  of  Children. 

Contents  under  high  pressure  and  can  vig¬ 
orously  accelerate  combustion.  Keep  free 
from  oil  and  grease.  Do  not  use  or  store 
near  heat  or  open  flame  and  use  only 
with  equipment  conditioned  for  oxygen 
service. 

(iv)  The  name  and  place  of  business 
of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or  distribu¬ 
tor  must  be  stated. 

(v)  If  the  container  is  disposable,  the 
label  must  also  bear  the  statement  “Dis¬ 
posable  Container.  Pederal  Law  Prohi¬ 
bits  Refilling.  Do  Not  Puncture  or  Dis¬ 
card  Container  into  Pire  or  Incinerator.” 

(vi)  Pursuant  to  section  510  of  the 
Pederal  Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act, 
if  the  container  is  nondisposable  and 
may  be  refilled,  the  label  must  also  bear 
the  statement  “Pederal  Law  Requires 
that  this  Container  be  Refilled  with 
Oxygen  U.S.P.  Only  by  Establishments 
Registered  as  a  Drug  Producer  in  Ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Pederal  Pood,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act.” 

(2)  Oxygen  containers  intended  for 
use  with  an  oxygen  dispensing  device 
shall  contain  adequate  directions  for  ap¬ 
plication  of  masks,  bags,  or  other  devices 
intended  for  use  as  accessories  with  the 
container  and  shall  have  the  following 
statement  affixed  to  the  container:  “Por 

medical  use  only  with  _ 

Warning:  The  amount  of  oxygen  con¬ 
tained  may  be  insufficient  for  effective 
medical  use  unless  used  with  the  device 
indicated  and  for  the  purpose  indicated 
in  the  device  labeling.”  The  blank  is  to 
be  filled  in  with  a  description  of  the  type 
of  device  intended  for  use  as  an  acces¬ 
sory. 

(c)  Exemptions  from  labeling.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  oxygen  equipment  containers  and 
devices  are  exempted  from  the  labeling 
and  packaging  requirements  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  section  provided  they 
comply  with  other  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Pederal  Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act: 

(1)  Self-contained  breathing  appara¬ 
tus  which  are  regulated  by  the  U.S.  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Mines  under  30  CPR  Part  11, 
provided  the  name  and  place  of  business 
of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or  distribu- 
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tor  and  a  declaration  of  contents  (q;>pear 
(m  the  labeling. 

(2)  Portable  and  fixed  oxygen  con¬ 
tainers  and  systems  intended  for  use 
only  in  supplementing  environmental 
oxygen  abo^d  aircraft  and  which  are 
specifically  regulated  by  the  Pederal 
Aviation  Administration,  provided  the 
name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  packer,  or  distributor  and  a  dec¬ 
laration  of  contents  appear  on  the 
labeling. 

( 3 )  Systems  containing  oxygen  for  en  - 
vironmental  use  as  defined  in  paragraph 
(a)  (2)  of  this  section. 

(4)  Containers  of  oxygen  for  indus¬ 
trial  use  as  defined  in  paragraph  (a)  (3) 
of  this  section  and  labeled  to  reflect  this 
use. 

(5)  Bulk  oxygen  containers  as  defined 
in  paragraph  (a)  (5)  of  this  section. 

(d)  Regulatory  proceedings.  Emer¬ 
gency  oxygen  administration  units  or 
other  over-the-counter  devices  contain¬ 
ing  oxygen  may  be  made  the  subject  of 
regulatory  proceedings  if: 

(1)  They  fail  to  bear  the  required 
labeling  appropriate  for  their  intended 
uses  as  set  forth  above. 

(2)  They  are  labeled,  represented,  ad¬ 
vertised,  or  promoted  to  the  general  pub¬ 
lic  for  any  condition  other  than  those 
specified  in  paragraph  (b)  (1)  (ii)  of  this 
section. 

(3)  They  do  not  incorporate  a  means 
of  indicating  in  liters  the  volume  of  con¬ 
tents  remaining  in  the  container. 

(4 )  They  are  incapable  of  supplying  an 
oxygen  flow  rate  of  at  least  6  liters  of 
oxygen  U.S.P.  per  minute  for  at  least  15 
minutes. 

Interested  persons  rnay,  within  60  days 
after  publication  hereof  in  the  Federal 
Register,  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk. 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Room  6-88,  5600  Fishers  Lane. 
Rockville,  Md.  20852,  written  comments 
(preferably  in  quintupllcate)  regarding 
this  proposal.  Comments  may  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in 
support  thereof.  Received  comments  may 
be  seen  in  the  above  office  during  work¬ 
ing  hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  February  29,  1972. 

Charles  C.  Edwards, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

|FR  Doc.72-3889  Piled  3-15-72:8:45  ami 


Public  Health  Service 
I  42  CFR  Part  59  1 
FAMILY  PLANNING  SERVICES 

Proposed  Grants  for  Low  Income 
Families 

On  September  15,  1971,  regulations  re¬ 
lating  to  grants  for  family  planning 
services  under  section  1001  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  300)  were 
adopted  as  Subpart  A  of  Part  59,  While, 
for  good  cause  found,  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making,  public  rule  making  proce¬ 
dures,  and  delay  in  effective  date  were 
omitt^,  the  preamble  to  the  regulations 
invited  comments  from  interested 
persons. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  37,  NO.  52— THURSDAY,  MARCH  16,  1972 


5506 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


A  number  of  comments  were  received 
and  due  consideration  has  been  given  to 
all  material  presented.  In  light  of  the 
comments  and  subsequent  review,  a  num¬ 
ber  of  revisions  are  now  being  proposed 
in  the  regiilations  as  adopted. 

Inquiries  may  be  addressed,  and  data, 
views,  and  arguments  concerning  the 
proposed  revisions  may  be  presented  in 
writing,  in  triplicate,  to  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Center  for  Family  Planning  Serv¬ 
ices,  Health  Services  and  Mental  Health 
Administration,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  MD  20852.  All  comments  received 
in  response  to  this  publication  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Office  of  the  Grants  and  Contracts  Offi¬ 
cer,  National  Center  for  Family  Planning, 
Room  12A-54,  Parklawn  Building,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD,  weekdays 
between  9  a.m.  and  5  pjn.  All  relevant 
material  received  not  later  than  30  days 
after  publicaticm  of  these  regulations  in 
the  Federal  Register  will  be  considered. 

Part  59  would  be  amended  in  the  man¬ 
ner  set  forth  below. 

Dated:  March  7,  1972. 

Edgar  N.  Duncan, 
Acting  Administrator,  Health 
Services  and  Mental  Health 
Administration. 

Approved:  March  9,  1972. 

Elliot  L.  Richardson, 

Secretary. 

1.  Section  59.2(e)  would  be  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  59.2  Definitions. 

•  •  *  *  « 

(e)  “Low  income  family”  means  a  so¬ 
cial  unit  composed  of  one  or  more  in¬ 
dividuals  living  together  as  a  household 
and  whose  total  annual  income  is  not  in 
excess  of — 


(i)  $2,500 
Individual. 

in 

the 

case 

of 

one 

such 

(11)  $3,400 
individuals. 

in 

the 

case 

of 

two 

such 

(ill)  $4,200 
individuals. 

In 

the 

case 

of 

three 

such 

(iv)  $5,000 
individuals. 

in 

the 

case 

of 

four 

such 

(V)  $5,800 
individuals. 

in 

the 

case 

of 

five 

such 

(vl)  $6,400 
individuals. 

in 

the 

case 

of 

six 

such 

(vll)  $7,000  in  the  case  of  seven  or  more 
such  individuals. 


For  the  purpose  of  calculating  the  above 
referred  to  annual  income,  income  in¬ 
cludes — and  shall  be  calculated  as 
follows: 

(1)  Both  earned  and  imearned  income 

(i)  remuneration  of  services  performed 
as  an  employee  or  net  earnings  from 
self-employment;  (ii)  imeamed  income 
means  all  other  income  including  sup¬ 
port  and  maintenance  furnished  in  cash 
or  otherwise,  including  family  assistance 
benefits.  State  supplementary  payments, 
pasmients  received  as  annuity,  pension, 
retirement,  or  disability  benefit,  includ¬ 
ing  veteran’s  or  workmen’s  compensa¬ 
tion,  old-age  survivors  and  disability  in¬ 


surance,  railroad  retirement,  unemploy¬ 
ment  benefits,  support  or  aUmony  pay¬ 
ments,  rents,  dividends,  interest  and 
royalties,  regularly  recurring  payments 
which  are  intended  to  replace  earned 
income,  whether  for  a  temporary  or  in¬ 
definite  period  of  time,  gifts,  prizes, 
awards,  inheritances,  and  the  proceeds 
from  any  life  insurance  policy  which  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  amount  expended  by  family 
members  for  expenses  of  the  insured  in¬ 
dividual’s  last  illness  or  burial,  not  to 
exceed  $1,500. 

(2)  Exclusion  from  income:  The  fol¬ 
lowing  items  shall  be  excluded  from  cal¬ 
culations  in  determining  the  income  of 
a  family : 

(i)  The  earned  income  of  each  child 
in  the  family  who  is  a  student  regularly 
attending  a  school,  college,  or  university, 
or  a  course  of.  vocational  or  technical 
training  designed  to  prepare  him  for 
gainful  emplo3mient; 

(ii)  (a)  The  total  imeamed  income 
of  all  members  of  a  family  in  a  calendar 
quarter  jvhich  is  received  too  infre¬ 
quently  or  irregularly  to  be  included,  up 
to  a  limit  of  $60  per  quarter,  and 

(b)  The  total  earned  income  of  all 
members  of  a  family  in  a  calendar 
quarter  which  is  received  too  infre¬ 
quently  or  irregularly  to  be  included 
up  to  a  limit  of  $30  per  quarter; 

(iii)  An  amount  of  earned  income  of 
a  member  of  the  family  equal  to  the 
cost  incurred  by  a  family  member  for 
child  care  deemed  necessary  to  securing 
or  cmitinuing  in  manpower  training,  vo¬ 
cational  rehabilitation,  employment,  or 
self-employment; 

(iv)  Food  stamps  or  any  other  assist¬ 
ance  which  is  based  on  need  and  pro¬ 
vided  in  a  form  other  than  cash  by  a 
public  or  private  agency. 

(V)  (a)  Any  incentive  allowance  frcrni 
the  Department  of  Labor  to  individual 
members  of  the  family  participating  in 
manpower  training  (up  to  $30  per  month 
per  individual). 

(b)  Any  incentive  allowance  (not  to 
exceed  $30  per  month  per  individual) 
from  the  Department  of  Labor  or  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  to  individual  members  of  the 
family  who  are  unemployed  and  imable 
to  work  solely  because  of  an  illness  or 
incapacity  and  who  are  receiving  voca¬ 
tional  rehabilitation  services  from  the 
appropriate  State  agency  administering 
or  supervising  the  administration  of  the 
approved  State  plan  for  vocational  re¬ 
habilitation  services  approved  under  the 
Vocational  RehabiUtation  Act; 

(c)  Allowances  paid  by  a  State  or 
political  subdivision  to  a  member  of  a 
family  participating  in  a  Federal  income 
maintenance  program  (not  to  exceed  $30 
per  month) ; 

(vl)  Any  portion  of  any  grant,  schol¬ 
arship,  or  fellowship  received  for  use 
in  paying  the  cost  of  tuition  and  fees 
at  any  educational  (including  technical 
or  vocational  education)  Institution; 

(vii)  Home  produce  raised  by  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  family  for  consumption  by 
the  household; 

(viii)  One-third  of  any  payments  re¬ 
ceived  for  the  support  of  children  who 


are  family  members,  or  alimony  paid 
to  family  members;  and 

(ix)  Any  amounts  received  for  the 
foster  care  of  a  child  who  is  not  a  member 
of  the  family  but  who  is  living  in  the 
same  home  as  the  family  and  was  placed 
in  such  home  by  a  public  or  nonprofit 
private  child-placement  or  child-care 
agency. 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provision,  the 
total  amount  which  may  be  excluded 
under  subdivisions  (i),  (ii),  and  (iii)  of 
this  subparagraph  in  determining  the  in¬ 
come  of  any  family  for  any  year  shall  not 
exceed  the  lesser  of — 

$2,000  plus  $200  for  each  member  of  the 
family  In  excess  of  fclir,  or 

$3,000  or  a  proportlcmately  smaller  amount 
for  a  shorter  period. 

2.  In  §  59.5,  paragraph  (a)  (5)  and  (8) 
and  paragraph  (b)  would  be  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  59.5  Project  requirements. 

(a)  *  *  • 

( 5 )  No  charge  will  be  made  for  services 
provided  to  any  person  from  a  low  income 
family  except  to  the  extent  that  payment 
will  be  made  by  a  third  party  (including 
a  Government  agency)  which  is  author¬ 
ized  or  is  under  legal  obligation  to  pay 
such  charge.  In  such  case,  effort  must  be 
made  to  obtain  such  third  party  pay¬ 
ments.  Where  the  cost  of  services  is  to  be 
reimbursed  under  Title  XIX  of  the  Social 
Security  Act,  a  written  agreement  with 
the  Title  XIX  agency  is  required.  Reim¬ 
bursement  may  be  either  to  the  project 
or  in  lieu  thereof  directly  to  the  provider 
in  accordance,  with  the  above  referred 
to  written  agreement.  If  charges  are  to 
be  made  for  services  to  persons  other 
than  those  from  low  income  families, 
such  charges  must  be  in  accordance  with 
a  schedule  submitted  and  approved  as 
part  of  the  project  plan;  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  such  charges  must  be  made  for 
services  to  such  persons  to  the  extent  that 
payment  will  be  made  by  a  third  party 
which  is  authorized  or  is  under  legal 
obligation  to  pay  such  charges,  and  effort 
must  be  made  to  obtain  such  third  party 
payments. 

***** 

(8)  Acceptance  by  any  individual  of 
services  provided  by  the  project  will  be 
solely  on  a  voluntary  basis  and  such  in¬ 
dividuals  wiU  not  be  subjected  to  any 
coercion  to  receive  services  or  to  employ 
or  not  employ  any  particular  method  of 
family  planning  and  acceptance  of  such 
services  will  not  be  a  prerequisite  to 
eligibility  for,  or  receipt  of,  any  other 
service,  or  assistance  from,  or  to  partici¬ 
pation  in,  any  other  program  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant;  and 

(b)  Provision  of  any  opportunity  for 
participation  by  persons  broadly  repre¬ 
sentative  of  all  significant  elements  of 
the  population  to  be  served  and  by  others 
in  the  community  knowledgeable  about 
such  needs,  in  the  development,  imple¬ 
mentation,  and  evaluation  of  the  project. 

***** 

[^R  Doc.72-3972  Piled  3-15-72:8:61  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  71-SO-181] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAY  SEGMENT 
Proposed  Revocation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  revoke  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  3  east  alternate  segments  be¬ 
tween  Daytona  Beach,  Fla.,  and  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  and  from  Jacksonville,  Fla., 
to  Savannah,  Oa. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Southern  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  TraflBc  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  Post  Office  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  communi¬ 
cations  received  within  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  action 
is  taken  on  the  proposed  amendment. 
The  proposal  contained  in  this  notice 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Office 
of  the  General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

As  parts  of  this  proposal  relate  to  the 
navigable  airspace  outside  the  United 
States,  this  notice  is  submitted  in  conso¬ 
nance  with  the  ICAO  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Recommended  Practices  by  the 
Air  Traffic  Service,  FAA,  in  areas  outside 
domestic  airspace  of  the  United  States  is 
governed  by  Article  12  of  and  Annex  11  to 
the  Convention  on  International  Civil 
Aviation,  which  pertain  to  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  air  navigation  facilities  and  serv¬ 
ices  neccessary  to  promoting  the  safe, 
orderly  and  expeditious  flow  of  civil  air 
traffic.  Their  piu-pose  is  to  insxu'e  that 
civil  flying  on  international  air  routes  is 
carried  out  under  uniform  conditions  de¬ 
signed  to  improve  the  safety  and  effici¬ 
ency  of  air  operations. 

The  International  Standards  and  Rec¬ 
ommended  Practices  in  Annex  11  apply 
in  those  parts  of  the  airspace  imder  the 
Jurisdiction  of  a  contracting  state,  de¬ 
rived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air  traffic  serv¬ 
ices  are  provided  and  also  whenever  a 
contracting  state  accepts  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  of  providing  air  traffic  services  over 
high  seas  or  in  airspace  of  imdetermined 
sovereignty.  A  contracting  state  accept¬ 
ing  such  responsibility  may  apply  the  In¬ 


ternational  Standards  and  Recom¬ 
mended  Practices  to  civil  aircraft  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  that  adopted  for 
airspace  under  its  domestic  Jiuisdlction. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avia¬ 
tion,  Chicago,  1944,  state  aircraft  are 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Annex  11 
and  its  Standards  and  Recommended 
Practices.  As  a  contracting  state,  the 
United  States  agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that 
its  state  aircraft  will  be  operated  in  in¬ 
ternational  airspace  with  due  regard  for 
the  safety  of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part,  the 
designation  of  navigable  airspace  outside 
the  United  States,  the  Administrator  has 
consulted  with  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
10854. 

The  FAA  proposes  to  revoke  V-3  east 
alternate  segments  from  Daytona  Beach, 
Fla.,  to  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  and  from  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.,  to  Savannah,  Ga.  The 
latest  peak  day  airway  traffic  survey 
showed  one  aircraft  movement  on  the 
Daytona  Beach  to  Jacksonville  segment 
and  no  aircraft  movements  on  the  seg¬ 
ment  between  Jacksonville  and  Savan¬ 
nah.  In  addition,  it  has  been  determined 
that  those  airway  segments  are  no  longer 
required  for  air  traffic  control  purposes. 
Accordingly,  it  appears  that  the  reten¬ 
tion  of  these  airway  segments  as  a  con¬ 
tinuous  designation  of  airspace  is  no 
longer  justified. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  and  1110  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1510),  Executive  Or¬ 
der  10854  (24  F.R.  9565)  and  section  6 
(c)  of  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
March  9, 1972. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

(FR  Doc.72-3962  Plied  3-15-72;8:48  am] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[  49  CFR  Part  571  1 

(Docket  No.  69-7;  Notice  17] 

OCCUPANT  CRASH  PROTECTION 
Head  Injury  Criterion 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  pro¬ 
pose  an  amendment  to  the  head  injury 
criterion  in  S6.2  of  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standard  No.  208,  Occupant  Crash  Pro¬ 
tection,  49  CFR  571.208. 

The  proposed  criterion  differs  from  its 
predecessors  in  that  it  is  based  on  aver¬ 
age  acceleration.  Expressed  verbally,  the 
criterion  is  that  the  resultant  accelera¬ 
tion  at  the  center  of  gravity  of  the  head 
during  the  crash  shall  be  such  that  when 
the  average  acceleration  (expressed  in 
g's)  during  any  time  interval  is  raised 
to  the  2.5  power  and  multiplied  by  the 
length  of  the  interval  in  seconds,  the 
product  shall  not  exceed  1,000.  In  mathe¬ 


matical  terms:  The  resultant  accelera¬ 
tion  at  the  center  of  gravity  of  the  head 
shall  be  such  that  the  expression: 

where  a  is  the  resultant  acceleratirai 
expressed  as  a  multiple  of  o  (the  accele¬ 
ration  of  gravity) ,  and  U  and  U  are  any 
two  points  in  time  during  the  cra^, 
shall  not  exceed  1,000. 

The  intent  of  the  standard’s  head  in¬ 
jury  criterion  is  to  set  limits  on  the 
acceleration  exposure  of  the  head  that 
reflect  the  available  biomechanical  data 
in  terms  that  can  be  satisfactorily 
measured  by  a  test  dummy.  The  rule 
published  November  3,  1970  (35  FJt. 
16927),  specified  an  acceleration  level 
of  70g.  that  could  not  be  exceeded  for 
a  ciunulative  duration  of  more  than  3 
milliseconds,  and  a  maximum  peak  ac¬ 
celeration  of  90g.  In  the  issuance  of 
March  10,  1971  (notice  9,  36  F.R.  4600), 
the  criterion  for  head  injiu’y  was 
changed  to  the  SAE  Severity  Index  sys¬ 
tem  originally  developed  by  C.  W.  Gadd. 
The  Severity  Index  is  computed  by  tak¬ 
ing  the  head  acceleration  at  each  in¬ 
stantaneous  point  during  the  crash 
event,  raising  it  to  the  2.5  power  and 
integrating  over  the  entire  time  interval. 
The  acceptable  index  level  established  in 
the  standard  was  1,000,  on  the  basis  of 
data  from  head  impact  tolerance  studies 
at  Wayne  State  University  and  whole - 
body  acceleration  tolerance  data  from 
A.  M.  Eiband. 

The  Severity  Index  format  had  several 
advantages  over  the  earlier  criteria.  It 
derived  more  closely  from  hiunan  data, 
it  took  into  account  the  effects  of  ac¬ 
celeration  outside  the  intervals  of  peak 
acceleration,  and  it  had  obtained  a  de¬ 
gree  of  acceptance  in  the  biomechanical 
research  community  and  in  the  automo¬ 
tive  industry,  as  evidenced  by  its  appear¬ 
ance  in  the  SAE  Handbook  as 
Recommended  Practice  J885a. 

There  are  indications,  however,  that 
the  Severity  Index  has  some  short¬ 
comings  as  a  predictor  of  head  injury. 
The  Severity  Index  is  an  additive  meas¬ 
ure,  that  is,  it  treats  the  acceleration  ex¬ 
ponentially,  multiplies  by  the  time  dura¬ 
tion  (a“*‘f)  and  adds  the  resulting  prod¬ 
ucts  to  arrive  at  the  index  number.  The 
Severity  Index  is  calculated  on  the  basis 
of  the  entire  event,  including  the  initial 
deceleration  as  the  occupant  is  stopped 
and  the  subsequent  acceleration  as  he 
rebounds  against  the  seat  back.  This 
impact-rebound  sequence  is  character¬ 
istic  of  the  performance  of  most  restraint 
systems. 

Recent  data  suggest  that  head  accele¬ 
ration  exposure  is  not  always  additive 
relative  to  head  injury.  For  example, 
in  human  volunteer  tests  conducted  by 
the  NHTSA  at  Holloman  Air  Force  Base, 
the  volimteers  were  not  injured  in  air 
bag  tests  at  speeds  up  to  30  m.p.h.,  but 
the  Severity  Indices  calculated  from  the 
test  data  exceeded  1,000  in  several  cases, 
where  it  was  the  addition  of  the  rebound 
phase  that  produced  the  excessive  Se¬ 
verity  Index.  The  addition  of  the  two 
phases  does  not,  therefore,  appear  to  be 
appropriate. 
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'  In  consldeTlng  a  substitute  for  the 
whole-erent  Severity  Index,  the  NHTSA 
has  utilized,  inter  alia,  the  original  data 
from  which  the  Severity  Index  was  de¬ 
rived.  ITie  Wayne  State  study,  a  direct 
source  of  head  injury  (skull  fracture) 
data,  was  based  on  “effective  accelera¬ 
tion,”  i.e.,  average  acceleration.  A  similar 
procedure  was  followed  in  the  £!iband 
evaluation  of  whole-body  acceleration 
tolerance  data  from  human  volunteer 
tests.  The  formulation  of  the  Severity 
Index  does  not  employ  average  accelera¬ 
tion.  "nie  new  approach  employs  an  aver¬ 
age  acceleration  formulation  similar  to 
that  used  in  the  original  presentation  of 
injury  tolerance  data.  It  thus  avoids  the 
inappropriate  accumulation  of  inde¬ 
pendent  subinjury  exposures  which  is  in¬ 
herent  in  the  Severity  Index. 

Although  the  use  of  average  accelera¬ 
tion  avoids  the  additive  effects  of  the 
Severity  Index,  there  must  be  limits  to 
the  period  over  which  the  acceleration  is 
to  be  averaged.  Otherwise,  the  average 
can  be  lowered  to  imreasonable  levels. 
The  proposed  amendment  therefore  es¬ 
tablishes  as  the  criterion  the  highest 
value  achieved  by  raising  the  average  ac¬ 
celeration  over  any  interval  to  the  2.5 
power  and  multiplying  by  the  duration  of 
the  interval.  By  and  large,  this  value  will 
be  achieved  over  the  interval  that  in¬ 
cludes  the  highest  acceleration  peak, 
which  may  fall  in  either  the  initial  por¬ 
tion  or  the  reboxmd  portion  of  the  crash. 
Isolated  peaks  generally  would  not  com¬ 
bine  to  produce  a  maximum,  due  to  the 
averaging  effect  of  the  lesser  accelera- 
ticms  in  between.  However,  successive  ac¬ 
celerations  with  sharp  peaks  close  to¬ 
gether  could  produce  a  high  value.  Each 
of  those  results  seems  appropriate  from 
what  is  known  of  the  mechanics  of  head 
injury.  Although  the  proposed  computa¬ 
tion  would  be  difficult  if  performed  by 
traditional  analytical  methods,  it  is 
routine  when  performed  by  electronic 
computer,  as  is  commonly  available  to 
those  who  currently  conduct  this  type  of 
testing. 

It  is  therefore  proposed  that  S6.2  in 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  208 
(49  CFR  571.208)  be  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

S6.2  The  resultant  acceleration  at  the 
center  of  gravity  of  the  head  shall  be  such 
that  the  expression 

where  a  is  the  resultant  acceleration  ex¬ 
pressed  as  a  multiple  of  g  (the  accelera¬ 
tion  of  gravity) ,  and  U  and  U  are  any  two 
points  in  time  during  the  crash,  shall 
not  exceed  1,000. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments.  Comments  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  to: 
Docket  Section,  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration,  Room  5221,  400 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20590.  It  is  requested  but  not  required 
that  10  copies  be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  April  17,  1972,  will  be  con¬ 


sidered,  and  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  in  the  docket  at  the  above 
address  both  before  and  after  the  closing 
date.  To  the  extent  possible,  comments 
filed  after  the  above  date  will  also  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Administration.  However, 
the  rule  making  action  may  proceed  at 
any  time  after  that  date,  and  comments 
rec^ved  after  the  closing  date  and  too 
late  for  consideration  in  regard  to  the 
action  will  be  treated  as  suggesticms  for 
future  rulemaking.  The  Administraticxi 
will  ccmtinue  to  file  relevant  material,  as 
it  becomes  available,  in  the  docket  after 
the  closing  date,  and  it  is  recommended 
that  interested  persons  continue  to  ex¬ 
amine  the  docket  for  new  materials. 

Proposed  effective  date.  Thirty  days 
after  publication  of  a  final  rule  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

This  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  sections 
103  and  119  of  the  Natiimal  Traffic  and 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act,  15  UB.C.  1392, 
1407,  and  the  delegations  of  authority  at 
49  CFR  1.51  and  501.8. 

Issued  <«i  March  13, 1972. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 

Acting  Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

(PR  Doc.72-4045  Plied  3-14-72;8:62  am) 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  73  1 

■  (Docket  No.  19463;  PCC  72-216] 

TELEVISION  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Table  of  Assignments;  McGill,  Nev., 
and  Richfield,  Utah 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.606,  Table  of  Assignments,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations  (McGill,  Nev.,  and 
Richfield,  Utah) ,  Docket  No.  19463,  RM- 
1760. 

1.  On  February  26,  1971,  the  Nevada 
Educational  Communications  Commis¬ 
sion  (NECC)  filed  a  brief  petition  with 
this  Commission  requesting  the  reassign¬ 
ment  of  Channel  13  from  Richfield,  Utah 
to  McGill  or  Ely-McGill,  Nev.,  and  the 
replacement  of  Channel  13  at  Richfield, 
Utah,  with  Channel  8,  to  be  reassigned 
from  McGill,  Nev.  Channel  13  as  as¬ 
signed  to  McGill  or  Ely- McGill,  it  is 
proposed,  is  to  be  reserv^  for  noncom¬ 
mercial  educational  use.  No  other  revi¬ 
sions  in  our  Television  Table  of  Assign¬ 
ments  were  proposed  by  NECC.  On  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1971,  a  letter  captioned  “Peti¬ 
tion  for  Rule  Making”  which  deals  with 
television  service  in  the  Ely-McGill  area 
of  Nevada  was  received  from  Mr.  David 
I.  Hansen.  In  light  of  the  nature 
of  the  NECC  petition  and  the  contents 
of  Mr.  Hansen’s  “petition”  we  will  treat 
Mr.  Hansen’s  “petition”  as  a  comment 
in  this  rule  making  proceeding. 

2.  White  Pine  County,  Nev.,  has  a 
population  of  10,150  persons.  It  contains 
the  two  communities  of  Ely  (population 


4,176)  and  McGill  (population  2,164).' 
Although  television  Channels  3  and  6 
are  assigned  to  Ely  and  8  to  McGill  the 
only  television  services  the  communities 
receive  are  from  translator  operations 
licensed  to  the  White  Pine  Television 
District  No.  1.  broadcasting  on  Channels 
7  (K07DV,  rebroadcasting  the  program¬ 
ing  of  KCPX-TV,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
an  ABC  affiliate),  9  (K09DW,  rebroad¬ 
casting  the  programing  of  KUTV-TV, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  a  NBC  affiliate)  and 
11  (KllED,  rebroadcasting  the  program¬ 
ing  of  KSL-TV,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  a 
CBS  affiliate).  Richfield.  Utah  presently 
has  assigned  Channels  13  and  *19.  Chan¬ 
nel  13  has  no  application  pending  for  its 
use. 

3.  Although  Channels  3  and  6  assigned 
to  Ely  and  8  assigned  to  McGill  are  not 
occupied  by  television  stations,  at  the 
present  time  there  are  mutually  ex¬ 
clusive  applications  for  translator  oper¬ 
ations  on  each.  The  main  purpose  of  the 
NECC  petition  is  to  provide  for  a  wide 
coverage  educational  television  service 
in  the  McGill  area  while  not  disturbing 
the  present  translator  service  to  the 
area  on  Channels  7,  9,  and  11,  or  possi¬ 
ble  future  translator  service  on  Chan¬ 
nels  3,  6,  and  8.  Mr.  Hansen’s  comment 
is  primarily  concerned  with  the  provision 
of  translator  service  to  the  Ely-McGill 
area.  He  would  provide  for  petitioner’s 
educational  service  by  having  a  UHF 
channel  assigned  in  the  area. 

4.  The  petitioner’s  proposal  is  in¬ 
tended  to  bring  to  Ely  and  McGlU  their 
first  noncommercial  educational  televi- 
sicm  service  on  a  VHF  channel  in  a  man¬ 
ner  least  likely  to  disturb  present  or 
proposed  translator  operations  in  those 
communities.  NECC  contemplates  a 
state-wide  network  of  educational  tele¬ 
vision  by  use  of  Channel  *10  in  Las 
Vegas.  Channel  *5  at  Reno,  and  Chan¬ 
nel  *13  at  McGill,  together  with  a  series 
of  translator  stations  to  carry  this  serv¬ 
ice  to  small,  remote  communities 
throughout  Nevada.  The  proposed  McGill 
television  station  would  begin  as  a  “sat¬ 
ellite”  of  the  proposed  Reno  station, 
eventually  to  originate  its  own  programs. 
The  petitioner  points  out  that  Nevada 
is  a  sparsely  populated  State  and  that 
the  proposed  educational  television  net¬ 
work  will  go  a  long  way  toward  provid¬ 
ing  educational  opportunities  which  are 
not  now  available. 

5.  Although  petitioner  could  have  ap¬ 
plied  for  an  existing  channel  assignment 
(3,  6,  or  8)  for  its  proposed  television  sta¬ 
tion  at  McGill,*  it  chose  to  forego  that 


>  Population  statistics  cited  are  from  the 
1970  U.S.  Census. 

*  We  are  proposing  the  assignment  of  Chan¬ 
nel  *13  to  McGill  rather  than  the  alternative 
to  Ely-McOlll  because  there  Is  no  apparent 
reason  for  hyphenating  the  assignment. 
Since  no  reason  for  hyphenating  has  been 
given  we  will  follow  our  normal  policy  of 
avoiding  establishing  hyphenated  assign¬ 
ments.  Any  station  located  at  McGill  will 
easily  serve  Ely  In  light  of  the  topography 
and  proximity  of  the  two  communities.  They 
are  separated  by  approximately  12  miles.  The 
proposed  transmitter  site  of  petitioner  is 
approximately  1  mile  from  McGill. 
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action  in  order  to  avoid  disruption  of 
existing  translator  service  in  the  area. 
We  believe  that  the  proposal  has  merit 
because  it  would  accomplish  the  piupose 
of  bringing  badly  needed  educational 
television  to  the  area  without  adversely 
affecting  existing  commercial  television 
service.  In  short,  the  proposal  seems  to 
represent  the  best  way  to  provide  the 
maximum  amount  of  commercial  tele¬ 
vision  program  service  while  providing  a 
new  noncommercial  educational  televi¬ 
sion  service. 

6.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  we  consider 
it  in  the  public  interest  to  explore  the 
subject  proposal  of  petitioner  to  reassign 
Channel  8  from  McGill,  Nev.,  to  Rich¬ 
field,  Utah,  and  Channel  13  from  Rich¬ 
field,  Utah  to  McGill,  Nev.,  and  to  reserve 
Channel  13  at  McGill  as  a  noncommercial 
educational  station.  Therefore,  we  pro¬ 
pose  the  following  revision  in  our  Tele¬ 
vision  Table  of  Assignments  (§  73.606  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions)  with  respect  to  the  cities  listed 
below: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present  Proposed 

McOlll.  Nev . 

Rlchfleld,  Utah . 

.  8  *1.3 

.  13,  *19  8,  *19 

7.  Authority  for  the  actions  proposed 
herein  is  contained  in  sections  4(i),  303, 
and  307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  £is  amended. 

8.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  forth  in  §  1.415  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations,  interested 
parties  may  file  comments  on  or  before 
April  21,  1972,  and  reply  comments  on  or 
before  May  2,  1972.  All  submissions  by 
parties  to  this  proceeding  or  by  persons 
acting  on  behalf  of  such  parties,  must 
be  made  in  written  comments,  reply  com¬ 
ments,  or  other  appropriate  pleadings. 

9.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  S  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules  and 
regulations,  an  original  and  14  copies  of 
all  written  comments,  reply  comments, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents 
shall  be  furnished  the  Commission. 

10.  All  findings  made  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  available  for  examination  by 
interested  parties  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Reference  Room  at  its  Headquarters  in 
Washington,  D.C.  (1919  M  Street,  NW.). 

Adopted:  March  8, 1972. 

Released:  March  10,  1972. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,’ 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-4013  Piled  3-16-72;8:64  am] 


■Commissioner  H.  Rex  Lee  absent. 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[  18  CFR  Part  141  ] 

[Docket  No.  R-432] 

MONTHLY  REPORT  OF  COST  AND 
QUALITY  OF  FUELS  FOR  STEAM- 
ELECTRIC  PLANT 

Notice  of  Proposed  Alternatives  in 
Rule  Making 

March  9,  1972. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Commission  is  con¬ 
sidering  certain  options  in  this  rule- 
making  proceeding  and  to  afford  inter¬ 
ested  parties  the  opportunity  to  com¬ 
ment  thereon. 

On  November  26.  1971,  notice  was 
given  (36  F.R.  23163)  that,  pursuant  to 
5  U.S.C.  553  and  sections  202,  301,  304(a) . 
309,  and  311  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  (49 
Stat.  848.  849,  854,  855,  856,  858,  859;  67 
Stat.  461;  16  U.S.C.  824a.  825,  825c.  825h. 
825 j )  the  Commission  proposed  to  amend 
Part  141  —  Statements  and  Reports 
(Schedules)  in  Subchapter  D — Approved 
Forms,  Federal  Power  Act.  Chapter  I, 
’Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  by  adding  a  new  §  141.61  prescrib¬ 
ing  collection  of  monthly  fuel  costs  and 
quality  determinants  of  fuel  received  at 
steam  generating  plants  of  electric  utili¬ 
ties  through  proposed  FPC  Form  No.  423. 

The  stated  reasons  for  promulgation 
of  the  proposed  Form  No.  423  were:  (a) 
To  provide  monthly  information  on  the 
availability  and  cost  of  fossil  fuels  to 
electric  utility  companies  for  use  in  cur¬ 
rent  analyses  of  the  energy  and  fuel 
supply  situation  and  the  effects  on  the 
cost  of  electric  power;  (b)  to  provide 
timely  data  on  a  comparable  basis  for 
each  type  of  fuel  by  quality  determinants, 
thus  facilitating  the  evaluation  of  devel¬ 
opments  in  fuel  supply  which  may  affect 
the  reliability  of  electric  service,  emer¬ 
gency  preparedness,  r.nd  the  environ¬ 
mental  improvement  programs  for  the 
different  air  quality  control  regions  in  the 
United  States;  and  (c)  to  assist  the  Com¬ 
mission  generally  in  the  proper  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

The  notice  invited  written  comment 
from  interested  parties  by  December  27, 
1971.  Comments  were  received  from:  five 
Members  of  Congress,  all  of  whom  ap¬ 
prove  the  data  collection  but  disapprove 
of  the  proposed  confidentiality;  42  util¬ 
ities  and  related  organizations,  of  whom 
nine  rejected  the  proposal  as  unneces¬ 
sary,  inadvisable  and  unworkable,  five 
approved,  seven  would  approve  if  certain 
modifications  were  made  in  the  form, 
and  21  expressed  no  conclusive  position; 
two  industry  associations,  one  of  which 
objected  to  confidentiality  while  the 
other  was  inconclusive;  the  Sierra  Club, 
Friends  of  the  Earth,  the  Public  Interest 
Research  Group,  the  Office  of  Emergency 
Preparedness,  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 


tection  Agency,  the  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  State  of  New  York,  and 
Foster  Associates,  Inc. — a  private  con¬ 
sulting  firm,  all  of  which  objected  to  the 
proposed  confidentiality  of  the  form. 

On  December  29,  1971,  Staff  Counsel 
issued  a  Notice  of  Staff  Conference  (36 
F.R.  25432)  to  be  held  January  17,  1972. 
The  purpose  of  the  conference  was  to 
allow  commenting  parties  to  elaborate 
on  the  positions  taken  in  their  respective 
filings. 

Represented  at  the  conference  were 
Senator  Metcalf,  Congressman  Moor¬ 
head,  Congressman  Conte,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  the  Office  of 
Emergency  Preparedness,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  the  Tennessee 
Valley  Authority,  the  National  Electric 
Reliability  Council,  the  membership  of 
the  East  Central  Area  Reliability  Co¬ 
ordination  Agreement,  Edison  Electric 
Institute,  American  Public  Power  Asso¬ 
ciation,  the  National  Coal  Association, 
the  Sierra  Club,  Friends  of  the  Earth, 
the  Public  Interest  Research  Group, 
Foster  Associates,  Inc.,  and  18  utility 
companies.* 

All  parties  present  had  the  right  to 
speak  to  the  record,  to  question  those  who 
spoke  to  the  record,  and  to  submit  addi¬ 
tional  written  material  for  inclusion  into 
the  record. 

In  addition  to  those  mentioned  above, 
comments  were  filed  out  of  time  by  12 
others.  We  view  those  comments  as  hav¬ 
ing  been  filed  under  an  application  to 
file  out  of  time  and  will  accept  them  all 
for  the  pm'poses  of  this  rule  making. 

Utility  companies  generally  objected 
to  the  form  on  the  grounds  that:  (1) 
The  Commission  has  no  need  for  the 
data;  (2)  the  report  duplicates  informa¬ 
tion  already  provided  on  FPC  Form  Nos. 
1,  4,  and  67;  (3)  the  report  is  burden¬ 
some;  (4)  the  time  allotted  for  reporting 
should  be  more  than  35  days;  and  (5) 
submission  of  the  form  would  be  con¬ 
trary  to  proprietary  interests  even  if  the 
information  were  collected  on  a  confi¬ 
dential  basis. 

The  group  approving  of  the  form  gen¬ 
erally  did  not  discuss  items  (1)  through 
(4),  but  took  exception  to  the  confiden¬ 
tiality  requirement  primarily  upon  the 
basis  of  an  asserted  right  of  the  public 
to  be  informed. 

Having  considered  the  comments  filed 
both  in  writing  and  orally  at  the  Staff 
Conference  of  January  17,  1972,  the 
Commission  is  considering  alternative 
actions  with  respect  to  issuance  of  the 


^  Alabama  Power  Co.,  American  Electric 
Power  Service  Corp.,  Carolina  Power  &  Light 
Co.,  Consumers  Power  Co.,  The  Detroit  Edison 
Co.,  Duke  Power  Co.,  Florida  Power  Corp., 
Georgia  Power  Co.,  Gulf  Power  Co.,  Missis¬ 
sippi  Power  Co.,  The  Montana  Power  Co., 
Pennsylvania  Power  &  Light  Co.,  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Electric  &  Gas  Co.,  Rochester  Gas  &  Elec¬ 
tric  Corp.,  Southern  California  Edison  Co., 
Southern  Electric  Generating  Co.,  Utah  Power 
&  Light  Co.,  and  Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Co. 
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final  rule.  Specifically,  the  two  options 
being  considered  are: 

(1)  Issuance  of  the  rule  and  form  as 
originally  noticed  and  set  out  as  Attach¬ 
ment  A  hereto  *  except  for  revision  in  the 
instruction  for  reporting  “purchase  type” 
to  distinguish  between  new  or  newly  re¬ 
negotiated  contract  purchases  and  other 
contract  purchases  and  striking  all  re¬ 
quirements  for  confidentiality;  and 

(2)  Issiumce  of  the  rule  as  originally 
noticed  but  striking  all  requirements  for 
confidentiality  and  substitution  of  the 
form  attached  hereto  as  Attachment  B  * 
for  the  form  attached  to  the  original 
notice. 

The  form  as  originally  noticed  called 
for  reporting,  cm  a  plant-by-plant  basis, 
the  cost  per  million  B.t.u.  for  each  unit  of 
fuel  by  fuel  quality  determinants  re¬ 
ceived  at  each  plant  during  the  reporting 
month.  The  form  in  the  second  alterna¬ 
tive  differs  from  the  form  as  originally 
noticed  in  several  respects.  The  new  form 
is  divided  into  two  parts.  Part  I  is  identi¬ 
cal  with  the  form  as  originally  noticed 
except  that:  (a)  Column  11  on  the  origi¬ 
nal  form  requiring  the  reporting  sepa¬ 
rately  for  each  plant  of  the  cost  per 
million  B.t.u.  for  each  separate  unit  of 
fuel  received  is  deleted;  (b)  the  instruc¬ 
tion  for  reporting  “purchase  type”  is  re¬ 
vised  to  distinguish  between  new  or  newly 
renegotiated  contract  purchases,  price 
escalations  under  existing  contracts,  and 
all  other  contract  purchases;  *  and  (c) 
the  instruction  for  reporting  the  “source” 
of  each  delivery  is  revised  to  eliminate 
any  reference  to  name  of  mine  and 
county  for  coal  and  to  name  of  supplier 
for  oil.  Part  n  requires  the  reporting  of 
cost  per  million  B.t.u.  for  fuel  deliveries 
in  each  Standard  Metropolitan  Statis¬ 
tical  Area  aggregated  for  each  type  of 
fuel  and  type  of  purchase  (instead  of 
separately  for  each  plant)  by  sulphur 
content  and  other  quality  determinants. 
The  second  alternative  also  indicates  that 
the  time  allotted  for  reporting  will  be  45 
days  instead  of  35 -days  as  originally 
proposed. 

.^y  interested  person  may  submit  to 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20426,  not  later  than  April  6, 
1972,  data,  views,  comments  or  sugges¬ 
tions  in  writing  concerning  all  or  part  of 
the  rule  making  options  proposed  herein. 
Written  submittals  will  be  placed  in  the 
Commission’s  public  files  and  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public  Informa¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  during 
regular  business  hours.  The  Commission 
will  consider  all  such  written  submittals 
before  acting  on  the  matters  herein  pro¬ 
posed.  An  original  and  14  conformed 
copies  should  be  filed  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission.  In  addition,  in¬ 
terested  persons  wishing  to  have  their 
comments  considered  in  the  clearance  of 
either  of  the  proposed  FPC  Forms  No.  423 


*  Attachment43  A  and  B  died  as  part  of  the 
original  document. 

*Thls  change  has  also  been  made  In  the 
original  proposed  form  by  altering  paragraph 
(2)  of  the  Instructions  to  read  the  same  as 
paragraph  (3)  of  the  Instructions  In  the  new 
form. 


pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  3501 — 3511  may,  at 
the  same  time,  submit  a  confmmed  cwy 
of  their  comments  directly  to  the  Clear¬ 
ance  Officer.  Office  of  Statistical  Policy. 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget, 
Washington,  D.C.  20503.  Submittals  to 
the  Commissicm  should  indicate  the 
name,  title,  mailing  address  and  tele¬ 
phone  number  of  the  person  to  whom 
communications  concerning  the  proposal 
should  be  addressed,  and  whether  the 
person  filing  them  requests  a  conference 
with  the  staff  of  tlie  Federal  Pow’er  Com¬ 
mission  to  discuss  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  ’The  staff,  in  its  discretion,  may 
grant  or  deny  requests  for  conference. 

The  authority  for  this  notice  is  the 
same  as  that  cited  in  the  notice  of  No¬ 
vember  26,  1971,  as  set  out  above. 

The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  notice  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-3964  Filed  3-16  72;8:61  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

I  17  CFR  Parts  230,  240,  270,  275  1 

[Releases  Nos.  33-5234,  34-9494,  IC-6999, 
IA-310] 

EXEMPTION  OF  CERTAIN  VARIABLE 
LIFE  INSURANCE  CONTRACTS  AND 
THEIR  ISSUERS  FROM  FEDERAL  SE¬ 
CURITIES  LAWS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Life  Convention  and  the  Life  Insur¬ 
ance  Association  of  America  (Petition¬ 
ers),  on  behalf  of  themselves  and  355 
life  insurance  company  members,  have 
filed  a  Petition  for  Issuance  and  Amend¬ 
ment  of  Rules  and  Rule  Making  Proceed¬ 
ing  Therefor  (Petition) ,  pursuant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
section  553(e))  (Public  Law  89-554,  80 
Stat.  383)  and  Rule  4(a)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  (17  CFR  201.4). 
The  Petition  requests  exemption  of  cer¬ 
tain  variable  life  insui’ance  contracts, 
related  interests  and  participations 
therein,  and  the  issuers  thereof  and  their 
related  persons  from  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933  (Securities  Act)  (15  U.S.C.  77a 
et  seq.),  the  Securities  Elxchange  Act  of 
1934  (Exchange  Act)  (15  U.S.C.  78a  et 
seq.),  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (Investment  Company  Act)  (15 
U.S.C.  80a-l  et  seq.)  and  the  Investment 
Advisers  Act  of  1940  (Advisers  Act)  (15 
UJS.C.  80b-l  et  seq.). 

The  Petition  requests  the  Commission 
to  exercise  its  statutory  authority  to  issue 
and  amend  rules  which  would  eliminate 
any  question  as  to  compliance  with  the 
Federal  seciuities  laws  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  certain  variable  life 
insurance  contracts.  All  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  the  Petition  on  file 
wdth  the  Commission  for  a  description 


of  variable  life  insurance,  sample  con¬ 
tracts  and  a  statement  of  the  reasons 
advanced  in  support  of  the  proposed  rules 
and  amendm^t  which  are  set  out  below. 

Variable  Life  Insurance 

Variable  life  insurance,  as  discussed 
in  the  Petition,  refers  to  insurance  con¬ 
tracts  in  which  the  death  benefit  and 
other  benefits  vary  to  reflect  the  in¬ 
vestment  experience  of  a  separate  ac¬ 
count  maintained  by  a  life  insurance 
company.  The  premiums  for  such  con¬ 
tract  may  be  either  fixed  or  variable; 
Petitioners  anticipate,  however,  that  the 
more  usual  form  of  variable  life  insur¬ 
ance  will  provide  for  fixed  premiums. 
The  variable  feature  of  the  policy.  Pe¬ 
titioners  allege,  will  not  relieve  the  in¬ 
surance  company  of  any  of  the  mortality 
and  expense  risks  it  normally  bears  im- 
der  a  life  insurance  contract. 

The  Petition  asserts  that  neither  the 
Commission  nor  the  courts  have  yet  had 
occasion  to  determine  the  applicability 
of  the  Federal  securities  laws  to  a 
life  insurance  contract  which  provides  a 
death  benefit  that  varies  with  the  in¬ 
vestment  experience  of  a  separate  ac¬ 
count.  As  a  result.  Petitioners  claim,  life 
insurance  companies  have  been  reluc¬ 
tant  to  develop  and  introduce  variable 
life  insurance  without  satisfactory  reso¬ 
lution  as  to  the  applicability  of  the 
Federal  securities  laws. 

Accordingly,  Petitioners  propose  the 
issuance  and  amendment  of  definitional 
and  exempUve  rules  which  would  afford 
exemptions  from  the  Federal  securities 
laws  for  variable  life  insurance  contracts 
possessing  certain  specified  characteris¬ 
tics,  related  interests  and  participations 
therein,  and  the  issuers  and  related  per¬ 
sons  thereof.  The  text  of  such  rules  is 
set  forth  below. 

Proposed  Rules 

The.  proposed  rules  would  exempt  from 
the  Federal  securities  laws  variable  life 
insurance  contracts  which  possess  the 
following  specified  characteristics  which 
Petitioners  contend  are  designed  to  as¬ 
sure  that  the  basic  predominant  purpose 
and  fimction  of  variable  life  insurance  is 
to  provide  protection  against  death;  (1) 
Provision  for  life  insurance  coverage  for 
the  whole  of  life  and  assumption  by  the 
insurance  company  of  the  mortality  and 
expense  risks  thereunder,  (2)  provision 
for  an  initial  stated  amoimt  of  death 
benefit  and  guaranteed  payment  of  a 
death  benefit  at  least  equal  to  such 
amount,  (3)  provision  that  the  amount 
payable  upon  the  death  of  the  iixsured 
imder  the  policy  in  any  year  will  be  no 
less  than  a  specified  minimum  multiple 
of  the  gross  premium  payable  in  that 
year  by  a  person  who  meets  standard 
underwriting  requirements,  and  (4)  the 
contract  is,  in  the  entirety,  a  life  insur¬ 
ance  contract  subject  to  regulation  imder 
the  State  insurance  law's  of  any  State 
in  which  the  contract  is  offered,  includ¬ 
ing  all  required  approvals  by  the  insur¬ 
ance  commissioner  of  such  State. 

Petitioners  submit  that  such  rules  may 
be  issued  and  amended  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  section  19(a)  of  the 
Securities  Act  (15  U.S.C.  77s(a)),  sec- 
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tions  3(a)  (12)  and  23(a)  of  the  Exchange 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  78c(a)(12).  78w(a)), 
sections  6(c)  and  38(a)  of  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  (15  U.S.C.  80a-6(c), 
80a-37(a))  and  sections  202(a)  (11)  and 
211(a)  of  the  Advisers  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
80b-2(a)(ll),  80l>-ll(a)), 

l.  Proposed  Rule  157  under  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Act.  This  rule  would  define  the  ex- 
emptive  term  “insurance  policy”  as  used 
in  section  3(a)  (8)  of  the  Securities  Act 
(15  U.8.C.  78c(a)(8))  to  include  a  vari¬ 
able  life  insurance  contract  as  defined  in 
proposed  Rule  3c-4  imder  the  Investment 
Company  Act. 

The  text  of  the  proposed  rule  is  as 
follows: 

Part  230  of  CThapter  n  of  Title  17  of 
the  C(xle  of  Federal  Regulations  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended  by  adding  a  new 
S  230.157  reading  as  follows: 

§  230.157  Definition  of  ‘‘insurance  pol¬ 
icy”  in  section  3(a)(8)  (of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Act.) 

The  phrase  “insurance  policy,”  in  sec¬ 
tion  3(a)(8)  of  the  Act,  shall  include 
any  variable  life  insurance  policy  as  de¬ 
fined  in  §  270.3C-4  of  this  chapter  under 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940, 
and  any  interest  or  participation  in  a 
separate  account,  as  referred  to  in  said 
!  270.3C-4  of  this  chapter,  issued  in  con¬ 
nection  with  such  a  policy. 

The  statutory  authority  for  such  rule 
and  the  standard  under  which  it  must 
be  examined  is  found  in  section  19(a)  of 
the  Securities  Act.  This  section  confers 
upon  the  Commission  rule  making  au¬ 
thority  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Securities  Act. 

n.  Proposed  Rule  3al2-4  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act.  This  rule  would 
include  a  variable  life  insurance  contract 
within  the  terms  "exempted  security”  or 
“exempted  secmities”  as  defined  in  sec¬ 
tion  3(a)  (12)  of  the  Exchange  Act  and 
thus  such  contract  would  be  exempt  from 
the  operation  of  those  provisions  of  the 
Exchange  Act  which,  by  their  terms,  do 
not  apply  to  such  “exempted  securities.” 

The  text  of  the  proposed  rule  is  as 
follows: 

§  240.3al2— 4  Exemption  of  variable  life 
insurance  policies  and  of  interests  or 
participations  thereunder. 

Any  variable  life  insurance  policy,  as 
defined  in  §  270.3c-4  of  this  chapter  im¬ 
der  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940,  and  any  interest  or  participation 
in  a  separate  account,  as  referred  to  in 
said  I  270.3C-4  of  this  chapter  issued  in 
connection  with  such  a  policy,  shall  be 
exempt  from  the  operations  of  such  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  as  by  their  terms  do 
not  apply  to  an  “exempted  security”  or 
to  be  “exempted  securities.” 

m.  Proposed  amendment  to  Rule  15cl- 
4  under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act. 
Petitioners  also  propose  that  Rule  15cl-4 
be  amended  so  as  to  include  variable 
life  insurance  contracts  within  that 
group  of  securities  as  to  which  a  broker 
or  dealer  need  not  send  to  its  customers 
written  notification  disclosing  certain 
enumerated  acts. 
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The  text  of  the  pr(HM>sed  amendment 
to  Rule  15cl-4  is  indicated  below. 

Section  240.15cl-4  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  adding,  in  the  parenthetical 
phrase,  after  the  words  "Series  E,  P,  and 
O”  a  new  clause.  As  so  proposed  to  be 
amended  §  240.15cl-4  would  read  as 
follows: 

§  240.1 5cl—l  Confirmation  of  transac¬ 
tion!*. 

The  term  “manipulative,  deceptive,  or 
other  fraudulent  device  or  contrivance,” 
as  used  in  section  15(c)  (1)  of  the  Act,  is 
hereby  defined  to  include  any  act  of  any 
broker  or  dealer  designed  to  effect  with 
or  for  the  account  of  a  customer  £U3y 
transaction  in,  or  to  induce  the  purchase 
or  sale  by  such  customer  of,  any  secu¬ 
rity  (other  than  U.S.  Tax  Savings  Notes, 
U.S.  Defense  Savings  Stamps,  or  U.S. 
Defense  Savings  Bonds,  Series  E,  F,  and 
O,  or  any  variable  life  insurance  policy, 
as  defined  in  §  270.3C-4  of  this  chapter 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940,  and  any  interest  or  participation  in 
a  separate  account,  as  referred  to  in 
said  §  270.3C-4  of  this  chapter,  issued  in 
connection  with  such  a  policy)  unless 
such  broker  or  dealer,  at  or  before  the 
completion  of  each  such  transaction, 
gives  or  sends  to  such  customer  written 
notification  disclosing  (a)  whether  he 
is  acting  as  a  broker  for  such  customer, 
as  a  dealer  for  his  own  account,  as  a 
broker  for  some  other  person,  or  as  a 
broker  for  both  such  customer  and  some 
other  persons:  and  (b)  in  any  case  in 
which  he  is  acting  as  a  broker  for  such 
customer  or  for  both  such  customer  and 
some  other  person,  either  the  name  of 
the  person  from  whom  the  security  was 
purchased  or  to  whom  it  was  sold  for 
such  customer  and  the  date  and  time 
when  such  transaction  took  place  or  the 
fact  that  such  information  will  be  fur¬ 
nished  upon  the  request  of  such  cus¬ 
tomer,  and  the  source  and  sunoimt  of  any 
commission  or  other  remuneration  re¬ 
ceived  or  to  be  received  by  him  in 
connection  with  the  transaction. 

Statutory  authority  for  the  foregoing 
rules  under  the  Exchange  Act,  is  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  23(a)  and  3(a)  (12). 
Section  23(a)  provides  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  have  power  to  make  rules 
as  may  be  necessary  for  the  execution 
of  the  functions  vested  in  it  by  the  Ex¬ 
change  Act.  Further,  section  3(a)  (12) 
provides  that  the  Commission  may.  by 
rule  and  regulation,  include  other 
securities  within  the  terms  “exempted 
security”  or  “exempted  securities”  as  it 
deems  necessary  or  appropriate  in  the 
public  interest  or  for  the  protection  of 
investors,  either  unconditionally  or  upon 
specified  terms  and  conditions  or  for 
stated  periods. 

rv.  Proposed  Rule  3c-4  under  the  In¬ 
vestment  Company  Act.  This  rule  would 
define  the  exemptive  term  “insurance 
company”  as  used  in  section  3(c)(3)  of 
the  Investment  Company  Act  (15  U.S.C, 
80a-3  (c)(3))  to  include  a  separate  ac¬ 
count  which  would  be  employed  as  the 
funding  medium  for  variable  life  insur¬ 
ance  contracts.  For  this  purpose,  the  rule 
would  define  a  variable  life  insurance 


contract  to  be  any  contract  of  insurance 
issued  by  an  insurance  company  which, 
so  long  as  premiums  are  paid  when  due, 
provides  a  death  benefit  which  varies  to 
refiect  the  investment  experience  of  a 
separate  account  established  and  main¬ 
tained  by  such  insurance  company  and 
which  possesses  four  provisions  described 
above. 

The  text  of  the  proposed  rule  is  as 
follows : 

Part  270  of  Chapter  n  of  Title  17  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended  by  adding  a  new 
§  270.3C-4  reading  as  follows: 

§  270.3c— 4  Definition  of  “insurance 
company”  for  purposes  of  section  3 
(c)(3)  of  the  Investment  f^mpany 
.\ci. 


(a)  The  term  “insurance  company,”  in 
section  3(c)  (3)  of  the  Act,  shall  include  a 
cenarate  account  established  and  main¬ 
tained  by  an  insurrnce  company: 

(1)  The  assets  of  which  separate  ac¬ 
counts  are  derived  solely  from  the  sale 
of  variable  life  insurance  policies,  as 
herein  defined,  and  advances  made  by  the 
Insurance  company  in  connection  with 
the  operation  of  such  separate  account; 
and 

(2)  Which  separate  account  is  not 
used  for  variable  annuity  contracts  or 
for  the  investment  of  funds  correspond¬ 
ing  to  dividend  accumulations  or  other 
policy  liabilities  not  involving  life  con¬ 
tingencies. 

(b)  For  the  purpose  of  this  section,  a 
“variable  life  insurance  policy”  shall 
mean  any  policy  of  insurance  issued  by 
an  insurance  company  which,  so  long  as 
premiums  are  paid  when  due,  provides  a 
death  benefit  which  varies  to  reflect  the 
investment  experience  of  a  separate  ac¬ 
count  established  and  maintained  by 
such  insurance  company  and: 

(1)  Provides  for  life  insurance  cover¬ 
age  for  the  whole  of  life,  and  the  mortal¬ 
ity  and  expense  risks  thereunder  are  as¬ 
sumed  by  such  insurance  company; 

(2)  Provides  for  an  initial  stated 
amount  of  death  benefit  and  guarantees 
pa3nnent  of  a  death  benefit  at  least  equal 
to  such  amount; 

(3)  Provides  that  the  amount  payable 
upon  the  death  of  the  insiued  under  such 
policy  in  any  year  will  be  no  less  than 
a  minlmiun  multiple  of  the  gross  pre¬ 
mium  payable  in  that  year  (exclusive  of 
that  portion  allocable  to  any  incidental 
insurance  benefit)  by  a  person  who  meets 
standard  underwriting  requirements,  as 
shown  In  the  following  table: 


Issue  Ages 


Multiples 


0-6 _ _ _ 80 

6-10  _ 71 

11-15 . 63 

16-20  . 55 

21-25  . . 47 

26-30  . 40 

31-35 . 33 

36-40  . 27 

41-45 . 21 

46-50  . 15 

51-55 . - .  13 

56-60  _ 11 

61-65 . 9 

66-70  _ 8 

71  and  over _ 7;  and 
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(4)  In  its  entirety  is  a  life  insurance 
contract  subject  to  regulation  under  the 
insurance  laws  of  any  State  in  which 
such  policy  is  offered,  including  all  re¬ 
quired  approvals  by  the  insurance  com¬ 
missioner  of  such  State. 

Petitioners  cite  sections  38(a)  and  6(c) 
of  the  Investment  Company  Act  as  au¬ 
thority  for  Commission  rule  making  un¬ 
der  the  Investment  Company  Act.  Thus, 
this  proposed  rule  should  be  considered 
in  light  of  the  standards  set  forth  in 
those  sections.  Section  38(a)  provides  the 
Commission  with  authority  to  make,  is¬ 
sue,  amend,  and  rescind  rules  necessary 
or  appropriate  to  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  conferred  upon  the  Commission 
elsewhere  in  the  Investment  Company 
Act,  including  nales  and  regulations  de¬ 
fining  accoimting,  technical,  and  trade 
terms  used  in  the  Investment  Company 
Act. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  provides,  in  pertinent  part,  that 
by  rules  and  regulations  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  conditionally  or  imconditionally 
exempt  any  person,  security,  or  transac¬ 
tion,  or  any  class  or  classes  of  persons, 
securities,  or  transactions  from  any  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  or 
rule  thereimder  if  and  to  the  extent  such 
exemption  is  necessary  or  appropriate  in 
the  public  interest  and  consistent  with 
the  protection  of  investors  and  the  pur¬ 
poses  fairly  intended  by  the  policy  and 
provisions  of  the  Investment  Company 
Act. 

V.  Proposed  Rule  202-1  under  the  In¬ 
vestment  Advisers  Act  of  1940.  This  rule 
would  exclude  from  the  term  “investment 
adviser,”  and  insurance  company,  or  any 
affiliated  company  thereof  to  the  extent 
that  any  advisory  services  performed  are 
incidental  to  the  conduct  of  the  business 
of  issuing  any  variable  life  insurance 
contract  as  defined  in  proposed  Rule  3c-4 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  or 
any  interest  or  participation  in  a  sepa¬ 
rate  account  issued  in  connection  with 
such  contract. 

The  text  of  the  proposed  rule  is  as 
follows: 

Part  275  of  Chapter  II  of  Title  17  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended  by  adding  a  new 
§  275.202-1  reading  as  follows: 

§  275.202—1  Exclusion  of  issuers  of  var¬ 
iable  life  insurance  pidicics  and  of 
interests  or  participations  there¬ 
under. 

The  term  “investment  adviser,”  in  sec¬ 
tion  202(a)  (11)  of  the  Act,  shall  not 
include  an  insurance  company,  or  any 
affiliated  company  thereof  as  defined  in 
section  2(a)  (2)  of  the  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1940,  to  the  extent  that 


performance  of  advisory  services  is  in¬ 
cidental  to  the  conduct  of  the  business  of 
issuing  any  variable  life  insmance  pol¬ 
icy,  as  defined  in  S  270.3C-4  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  imder  the  Investment  Company  Act 
of  1940,  and  of  any  interest  or  participa¬ 
tion  in  a  separate  accoimt,  as  referred  to 
in  said  §  270.3c-4  of  this  chapter,  issued 
in  connection  with  such  a  policy. 

The  statutory  authorization  under 
which  the  proposed  rule  is  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  is  found  in  sections  211(a)  and  202 
(a)  (11)  of  the  Advisers  Act.  Section  211 
(a)  provides  that  the  Commission  shall 
have  authority  to  make,  issue,  amend, 
and  rescind  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
are  necessary  or  appropriate  to  the  exer¬ 
cise  of  the  functions  and  powers  con¬ 
ferred  upon  the  Commission  elsewhere 
in  the  Advisers  Act. 

Section  202(a)  (11)  provides  that  the 
term  “investment  adviser”  does  not  in¬ 
clude  such  persons  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  by  rule  if  such  persons  are 
not  within  the  intent  of  the  section. 

Petitioners  urge  that  the  issuance  and 
amendment  of  such  rules  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  would  be  appropriate  imder  the 
Commission’s  rule  making  powers,  as  set 
forth  in  the  above  sections. 

Petitioners  state  that  they  do  not  con¬ 
cede  that  the  Federal  securities  laws  are 
applicable  to  the  policies,  interests,  and 
participations,  issuers  and  persems  and 
reserve  all  rights  on  these  legal  questions. 
However,  they  state  that  they  have  filed 
their  petition  to  eliminate,  in  appropri¬ 
ate  cases,  any  questions  as  to  compliance 
and  urge  that  such  rules  may  be  issued 
and  amended  by  the  Commission  in  the 
exercise  of  its  administrative  discretion 
in  light  of  the  statutory  standards  and 
without  extended  controversy  on  the 
legal  questions. 

It  app>ears  to  the  Commission  that  it  is 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  that  a 
rule  making  proceeding  be  held  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  petition: 

Therefore,  it  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
Rule  4(b)  of  the  rules  of  practice  (17 
CFR  201.4(b) )  of  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  a  rule  making 
proceeding  with  respect  to  the  petltimi 
shall  commence  on  April  10,  1972,  at  11 
a.m.  at  the  offices  of  the  Commission,  500 
North  Capitol  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20549,  to  be  conducted  l:^fore  the 
Commission,  any  member  or 'members 
thereof,  or  a  person  designated  by  it  to 
administer  oaths  and  affirmati(ms  and 
to  perform  other  duties  in  connection 
with  the  proceeding  as  prescribed  by  law. 

Interested  persons  may  appear  in  per¬ 
son.  Such  persons  should  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  their  desire  to  appear  or 
before  March  24,  1972.  They  should  file 
at  that  time  a  brief  description,  in  the 


form  of  a  written  statement  and  sum¬ 
mary,  of  the  evidence  they  wish  to  pre¬ 
sent  including  the  amoxmt  of  time  which 
it  is  anticipated  that  the  presentation  will 
take.  However,  presentation  may  be 
limited  to  written  submissions  whenever 
it  is  deemed  that  oral  testimony  would 
imduly  prolong  the  proceeding. 

The  pxupose  of  the  proceeding  will  be 
to  determine  whether  or  not  the  rules 
proposed  by  petitioners  be  adopted,  and 
In  that  connection,  to  receive  testimony 
and  relevant  data  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  nature,  operation  and  sale  of  vari¬ 
able  life  insurance  contracts.  Thereafter, 
the  Commission  (1)  may  determine 
whether  or  not  variable  life  insurance 
contracts,  related  interests  and  partici¬ 
pations  therein,  and  the  issuers  thereof, 
and  their  related  persons,  are  subject,  in 
whole  or  in  part,  to  the  Federal  securities 
laws  and,  if  so,  the  extent  to  which  such 
contracts,  interests,  and  participations, 
issuers  and  persons,  should  be  exempt, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  or  upon  the  imposi¬ 
tion  of  appropriate  conditiems,  from  the 
Federal  securities  laws;  or  (2)  in  the  al¬ 
ternative,  without  arriving  at  a  conclu¬ 
sion  as  to  whether  such  contracts,  inter¬ 
ests,  and  participations,  issuers  and  per¬ 
sons,  are  subject  to  the  Federal  securities 
laws,  may,  in  light  of  the  statutory 
standards,  issue  and  amend  rules  which 
would  exempt,  in  whole  or  in  part,  or 
upon  the  imposition  of  appropriate  con¬ 
ditions,  from  the  Federal  seemities  laws 
such  contracts,  interests,  and  participa¬ 
tions,  issuers  and  persons. 

The  Commission  invites  all  interested 
persrais  to  submit  their  views  and  com¬ 
ments  by  means  of  written  submissions 
for  inclusion  in  the  proceeding.  Written 
statements  of  views  and  comments  in 
respect  of  the  proposed  rules  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549,  on  or  before  March  24,  1972. 
A  copy  of  such  views  shall  be  served 
personally  or  by  mail  (airmail  if  the  per¬ 
son  being  served  is  located  more  than 
500  miles  from  the  point  of  mailing) 
upon  the  petitioners  at  1701  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20006.  AU  such 
communications  will  be  made  available 
for  public  inspection. 

(Secs.  19(a),  48  Stat.  86,  15  U.S.C.  77s;  3(a) 
(12),  23(a),  48  Stat.  882,  901,  16  U.S.C.  78c(a) 
(12),  78w(a);  6(c),  38(a),  54  Stat.  800,  841, 
16  U.S.C.  80a-6(c),  80a-37(a);  202(a) (11), 
211(a).  54  Stat.  847,  855,  15  U.S.C.  80b-2(a) 
(11),  80b-ll(a)) 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary.  • 

February  15,  1972. 

[PR  Doc.72-3926  Piled  3-16-72:8:47  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

MISSIONS  HEALTH  FOUNDATION, 
INC. 

Register  of  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid 
Agencies 

In  accordance  with  the  regulations  of 
the  Agency  for  International  Develt^j- 
ment  concerning  Registration  of  Agen¬ 
cies  for  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  (A.I.D. 
Regulation  3)  22  CFR  Part  203,  promul¬ 
gated  pursuant  to  section  621  of  the  For¬ 
eign  Assistance  Act  of  1961,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  certificate 
of  registration  as  a  voluntary  foreign  aid 
agency  has  been  issued  by  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  of 
the  Agency  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  to  the  following  agency: 

Missions  Health  Poundatlon,  Inc.,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  89,  Independence,  MO  64051. 

Harriett  S.  Crowley, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Admin¬ 
istrator.  Bureau  for  Popula¬ 
tion  and  Humanitarian  As¬ 
sistance. 

March  3,  1972. 

IFR  Doc.72-4019  Plied  3-16-72:8:52  am] 

OPERATION  BOOTSTRAP, 
TANZANIA,  INC. 

Register  of  Voluntary  Foreign 
Aid  Agencies 

In  accordance  with  the  regulations  of 
the  Agency  for  International  Develi^- 
ment  concerning  Registration  of  Agen¬ 
cies  for  Volimtary  Foreign  Aid  (A.I.D. 
Regulation  3)  22  CFR  Part  203,  promul¬ 
gated  pursuant  to  section  621  of  the  For¬ 
eign  Assistance  Act  cA  1961,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  certificate  of 
registration  as  a  voluntary  foreign  aid 
agoicy  has  been  issued  by  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Voluntary  Foreign  Aid  of 
the  Agency  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  to  the  following  agency: 

Operation  Bootstrap,  Tanzania,  Inc.,  1817 

North  11th  Street,  Moorhead,  MN  66560. 

Harriett  S.  Crowley, 
Acting  Deputy  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Bureau  for  Popu¬ 
lation  and  Humanitarian  As¬ 
sistance. 

March  3,  1972. 

[PR  Doc.72-4020  Plied  3-16-72;8:62  am] 


HOUSING  GUARANTY  PROGRAM  FOR 
REPUBLIC  OF  ZAIRE 

Information  for  Investors 

The  Agency  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  (AID)  has  advised  Le  Caisse  Na¬ 


Notices 


tional  d’Epargne  et  de  Credit  Immobili- 
er  (the  “Borrower”) ,  an  instrumentality 
of  the  Government  of  the  Republic  of 
Zaire  (formerly  the  Democratic  Repub¬ 
lic  of  the  Congo)  that,  upon  execution  by 
an  eligible  U.S.  investor  acceptable  to 
A.IJD.  of  an  agreement  to  loan  the  Bor¬ 
rower  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $10  mil¬ 
lion,  and  subject  to  the  satisfaction  of 
certain  further  terms  and  conditions  by 
the  Borrower,  A.I.D.  will  guarantee  re¬ 
payment  to  the  investor  of  the  principal 
and  interest  on  such  loan.  The  guaran¬ 
tee  will  be  backed  by  the  full  faith  and 
credit  of  the  United  States  of  America 
and  will  be  issued  pursuant  to  authority 
contained  in  section  221  of  the  Foreign 
Assistance  Act  of  1961,  as  amended  (the 
“Act”) .  Proceeds  of  the  loan  will  be  used 
for  housing  projects  in  the  Republic  of 
Zaire. 

Eligible  investors  interested  in  extend¬ 
ing  a  guaranteed  loan  to  the  Borrower 
should  communicate  promptly  with: 

Commercial  and  Economic  Counselor.  Em¬ 
bassy  of  the  Republic  of  Zaire,  1800  New 
Hampshire  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20009. 

Investors  eligible  to  receive  a  guaranty 
are  those  specified  in  section  238(c)  of 
the  Act.  They  are:  (1)  U.S.  citizens;  (2) 
domsetic  corporations,  partnerships,  or 
associations  substantially  beneficially 
owned  by  U.8.  citizens;  (3)  foreign  cor¬ 
porations  whose  share  capital  is  at  least 
95  percent  owned  by  U.S.  citizens;  and 
(4)  foreign  partnerships  or  associations 
wholly  owned  by  U.S.  citizens. 

To  be  eligible  for  a  guaranty,  the  loan 
must  be  repayable  in  full  no  later  than 
the  25th  anniversary  of  the  final  dis¬ 
bursement  of  the  principal  amount 
thereof  and  the  interest  rate  may  be  no 
liigher  than  the.  maximum  rate  to  be 
established  by  A.I.D.  A.I.D.  will  charge  a 
guaranty  fee  equal  to  one-half  of  1  per¬ 
cent  per  annum  on  the  outstanding 
guaranteed  principal  amount  of  the 
loan. 

Information  as  to  eligibility  of  inves¬ 
tors  and  other  aspects  of  the  A.IJ5.  hous¬ 
ing  guaranty  program  can  be  obtained 
from: 

Director,  or  Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Hous¬ 
ing,  Agency  for  International  Development, 
Room  601,  SA-16,  Washington,  D.C.  20523. 

This  notice  is  not  an  offer  by  A.I.D.  or 
by  the  Borrower.  The  Borrower  and  not 
A.I.D.  will  select  a  lender  and  negotiate 
the  terms  of  the  proposed  loan. 

Stanley  Baruch, 
Director.  Offlce  of  Housing, 
Agency  for  International  De¬ 
velopment. 

March  10,  1972. 

[FR  Doc.72-4031  Piled  3-16-72:8:63  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Treasury  Dept.  Order  150-77] 

COMMISSIONER  OF  INTERNAL 
REVENUE 

Delegation  of  Authority  Regarding 

Implementation  of  Stabilization  of 

Prices,  Rents,  Wages,  and  Salaries 

In  view  of  the  changes  made  in  the 
Economic  Stabilization  Act  of  1970,  as 
amended  by  the  enactment  of  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Stabilization  Act  Amendments  of 
1971,  I  have  determined  that  it  would 
be  appropriate  to  clarify  the  authority 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  with  respect  to  implementation  of 
stabilization  of  prices,  rents,  wages,  and 
salaries. 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by 
Cost  of  Living  Council  Order  No.  8  (37 
F.R.  2727),  Price  Commission  Order  No. 
2  (37  FH.  3212)  and  Pay  Board  Order 
No.  4  (37  F.R.  3792),  the  authority  is 
hereby  redelegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue  effective  as  of 
the  dates  stated  in  the  orders.  This  au¬ 
thority  includes,  effective  December  30, 
1971,  the  authority  to  receive  and  proc¬ 
ess  revised  price  schedules  and  state¬ 
ments  submitted  by  institutional 
providers  of  health  services  and  to  in¬ 
vestigate  and  approve  allowable  capital 
improvement  rent  increases  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  standards  set  forth  in 
Parts  300  and  301  of  the  Economic  Sta¬ 
bilization  Regulations. 

The  authority  delegated  herein  shall 
be  exercised  in  consultation  with  the 
Secretary,  and  where  major  policy  issues 
are  involved,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary. 

Except  as  otherwise  provided,  this  or¬ 
der  shall  be  effective  as  of  December  22, 
1971. 

Dated:  March  9, 1972. 

[seal]  John  B.  Connally, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[PR  Doc.72-3995  Plied  3-15-72:8:51  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Partial  Termination  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Withdrawal  and  Reservation 

of  Lands 

March  7, 1972. 

Notice  of  a  UJS.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  application,  Sacramento  050595, 
for  withdrawal  and  reservation  of  lands 
tor  protection  of  public  recreation  areas 
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was  published  as  F.R.  Doc.  62-11996, 
appearing  on  pages  12004,  12005,  and 
12006  of  the  issue  for  December  5,  1962. 
Mount  Diablo  MbbidIan 

TAHOE  NATIONAL  FOREST 

Casa  Loma 

T.  16  N.,  R.  11  E., 

Sec.  6.  lot  12  (SEV4NWV4 )  • 

Milton  Bridge 

Id  R  13  E 

Sec.  18,  SWViNEV4  and  NWViSEV4. 

Popjty 

T.  16  N..  R.  14  E., 

Sec.  28.  NE>^SW^. 

Onion  Creek 

T.  16  N.,  R.  14  E., 

Sec.  2,SEiASEV4. 

Crow’s  Nest 

r.  17  N..  R.  14  E., 

Sec.  36,  WV4NE>4  and  EV4NWV4. 

The  above-described  areas  aggregate 
360  acres. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  regulations 
contained  in  43  CFR  Part  2311,  such 
lands  at  10  a.m.  on  April  17,  1972,  will 
be  relieved  of  the  segregative  effect  of 
the  sdxive-mentioned  application. 

Elizabeth  H.  Midtby, 
Acting  Chief.  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 
[PR  Doc.72-3924  FUed  3-16-72; 8: 47  amj 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

(Order  2508,  Arndt.  96] 

DIRECTOR,  NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
Delegation  of  Authority 

The  Director,  National  Park  Service 
was  assigned  the  responsibility  for  grant¬ 
ing  archeological  permits  on  Indian 
tribal  lands  and  individually  owned  trust 
or  restricted  Indian  lands  subject  to  con¬ 
sent  of  Indian  landowners  and  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
(310  DM  7 — ^Departmental  Manual  Re¬ 
lease  1311,  dated  July  8,  1971).  This  as¬ 
signment  of  resp<xisibility  supersedes  the 
delegaticm  of  similar  respcmsibility  to  the 
Commissicmer  of  Indian  Affairs  in  sec- 
ticm  13 (k)  of  Order  2508. 

Therefore,  paragraph  (k)  of  section  13 
of  Order  2508  Is  hereby  revoked. 

Rogers  C.  B.  Morton, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

March  7, 1972. 

(PR  Doc.72-3986  Piled  3-15-72:8:60  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Rural  Electrification  Administration 

DAIRYLAND  POWER  COOPERATIVE 

Draft  Environmental  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
EHectrification  Administration  has  pre¬ 
pared  a  Draft  Envirimmental  Statement 
In  accordance  with  section  102(2)  (C)  of 
the  Natimial  Environmental  Policy  Act 


of  1969,  in  connection  with  a  loan  ap¬ 
plication  from  Dairyland  Power  Co¬ 
operative  of  La  Crosse,  Wis.,  is  enclosed. 
'Diis  loan  application  includes  financing 
for  plant  mo^cations  to  reduce  air  pol¬ 
lution  at  the  cooperative’s  Alma  and 
Cassville  plants. 

Additional  information  may  be  secured 
on  request,  submitted  to  Mr.  James  N. 
Myers,  Assistant  Administrator,  Electric, 
Rural  Electrification  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20250.  CcHnments  are  partic¬ 
ularly  invited  from  State  and  local 
agencies  which  are  authorized  to  develop 
and  aiforce  environmental  standards, 
and  from  Federal  agencies  having  juris¬ 
diction  by  law  or  special  expertise  with 
respect  to  any  environmoital  impact  in¬ 
volved  from  which  comments  have  not 
been  requested  specifically. 

Copies  of  the  REA  Draft  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  have  been  sent  to  vari¬ 
ous  Federal,  State  and  local  agencies,  as 
outlined  in  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Guidelines.  The  Draft  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  may  be  examined  dur¬ 
ing  regular  business  hours  at  the  offices 
of  REA  in  the  South  Agriculture  Build¬ 
ing,  12th  Street  and  Independence  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Washington,  DC,  Room  4322, 
or  at  the  borrower  address  inicated  above. 

Comments  concerning  the  environ¬ 
mental  impact  of  the  construction  pro¬ 
posed  should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  Myers 
at  the  address  given  above.  Comments 
must  be  received  within  thirty  (30)  days 
of  the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice 
to  be  considered  in  connection  wjth  the 
proposed  action. 

Final  REA  action  with  respect  to  this 
matter  (including  any  release  of  funds) 
will  be  taken  only  after  REA  has  reached 
satisfactory  conclusions  with  respect  to 
its  environmental  effects  and  after  pro¬ 
cedural  requirements  set  forth  in  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  have  been  met. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  13th 
day  of  March  1972. 

David  A.  Hahil, 
Administrator, 

Rural  Electrification  Administration. 

jPR  Doc.72-4039  Filed  3-16-72;8:63  am] 


DEPARTMENT  DF  CDMMERCE 

Office  of  Import  Programs 

NORTHWESTERN  UNIVERSITY 
MEDICAL  SCHOOL 

Notice  of  Decision  on  Application  for 

Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  sci¬ 
entific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cul¬ 
tural  Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966 
(Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and 
the  regulations  Issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (37  FR.  3892  et  seq.) . 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 


Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 

Docket  No.:  71-00592-33-46040.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  Northwestern  University  Medi¬ 
cal  School,  303  Blast  Chicago  Avenue, 
Chicago,  IL  60611.  Article:  Electrcm 
microscope.  Model  HU-12.  Manufac¬ 
turer:  Hitaidii,  Ltd.,  Japan. 

Intended  use  of  article:  The  article 
will  be  used  in  research  concerning  the 
structure  and  function  of  the  nerve  cell 
and  its  microenvironment  within  the 
central  nervous  system.  In  particular  the 
research  involves  fine  structure  and  cy¬ 
tochemistry  of  catecholamine  uptake, 
storage  and  release  mechanisms;  analy¬ 
sis  of  extracellular  transport  mechanisms 
in  the  central  nervous  system;  ultra- 
structural  analysis  of  microtubular 
transport  system  of  neurons  and  neurog¬ 
lial  cells.  Medical  students  will  also  be 
trained  in  electron  microscopy  with  the 
article. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  has  a 
specified  resolving  capability  of  3  Ang¬ 
stroms.  The  most  closely  comparable 
domestic  instrument  is  the  Model  EMU- 
4C  electron  microscope  manufactured  by 
the  Forgfio  Corp.  The  Model  EMU-4C 
has  a  specified  resolving  capability  of  5 
Angstroms.  (The  lower  the  numerical 
rating  in  terms  of  Angstrom  units,  the 
better  the  resolving  capability.)  We  are 
advised  by  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  (HEW)  in  its 
memorandum  dated  December  30,  1971, 
that  the  additional  resolving  capability 
of  the  foreign  article  is  pertinent  to  the 
purposes  for  which  the  foreign  article  is 
intended  to  be  used.  We,  therefore,  find 
that  the  Model  EMU-4C  is  not  of  equiv¬ 
alent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign  ar¬ 
ticle  for  such  purposes  as  the  article  is 
intended  to  be  used. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  u^,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

Seth  B.  Bodner, 

Director, 

Office  of  Import  Programs. 

[PR  Doc.72-4042  Piled  3-16-72:8:53  am] 


OHIO  STATE  UNIVERSITY 

Notice  of  Decision  on  Application  for 
Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  sci¬ 
entific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cul¬ 
tural  Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966 
(Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and 
the  regulations  is^ed  thereunder  as 
amended  (37  F.R.  3892  et  seq.). 
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A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  pubhc  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Depcntment  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 

Docket  No.:  71-00504-33-46040.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  The  Ohio  State  University,  De¬ 
partment  of  Medical  Microbiology,  190 
North  Oval  Drive,  Columbus,  OH  43210. 
Article:  Electron  microscope.  Model  HU- 
12.  Manufacturer:  Hitachi,  Ltd.,  Japan. 

Intended  use  of  article:  The  article 
will  be  used  for  research  concerning 
bacteriophage;  virus  associated  phe¬ 
nomena;  and  for  the  examination  of 
cellular  and  subcellular  membranes  by 
histochemical  and  immimologlcal  tech¬ 
niques.  Educational  use  includes  five 
courses  in  medical  microbiology. 

Comments;  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision;  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  foreign 
article  was  ordered  (November  21,  1969). 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  has  a 
specified  resolving  capability  of  3.5  Ang¬ 
stroms.  The  most  closely  comparable  do¬ 
mestic  instrmnent  available  at  the  time 
the  article  was  ordered  was  the  Model 
EMU-4B  electron  microscope  which  was 
formerly  maniifactured  by  the  Radio 
Corporation  of  America  and  which  is 
presently  being  supplied  by  the  Forgfio 
Corp.  The  Model  EMU-4B  had  a  specified 
resolving  capability  of  5  Angstroms.  (The 
lower  the  numericsd  rating  in  terms  of 
Angstrom  imits,  the  better  the  resolving 
capability.)  We  are  advised  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  (HEW)  in  its  memorandum  dated 
August  27,  1971,  that  the  additional  re¬ 
solving  capability  of  the  foreign  article 
is  pertinent  to  the  purposes  for  which 
the  foreign  article  is  intended  to  be 
used.  We,  therefore,  find  that  the  Model 
EMU-4B  was  not  of  equivalent  scientific 
value  to  the  foreign  article,  for  such  pur¬ 
poses  as  this  article  is  intended  to  be 
used  at  the  time  the  article  was  ordered. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instniment  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
a^cle,  for  the  purposes  for  which  such 
article  is  intended  to  be  used,  which  was 
being  manufactured  in  the  United  States 
at  the  time  the  foreign  article  was 
ordered. 

Seth  M.  Bodner, 
Director, 

Office  of  Import  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.72-4043  PUed  3-16-72:8:64  ami 


UNIVERSITY  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Decision  on  Application  for 
Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  sci¬ 
entific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and 


the  regulations  Issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (37  Fit.  3892  et  seq.). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office  of 
Import  Programs,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Washington,  D.C. 

Docket  No.  72-00197-00-46040.  Appli¬ 
cant:  University  of  CaUfornia,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  405  Hilgard  Avenue,  Los  Angeles, 
CA  90024.  Article:  70  mm  Roll-Film  cas¬ 
sette.  Manufactmer:  Siemens  and  Halske 
Aktiengesellschaft,  West  Germany. 

Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  is 
an  accessory  for  an  existing  electron  mi¬ 
croscope  manufactured  by  the  supplier  of 
the  article . 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent  sci¬ 
entific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  u^,  is  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States. 

Reasons:  The  application  relates  to 
an  accessory  for  an  instrument  that  had 
been  previously  imported  for  the  use  of 
the  applicant  institution.  The  article  is 
being  furnished  by  the  manufacturer 
which  produced  the  instniment  with 
which  the  article  is  intended  to  be  used. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  similar  accessory  being  manufac¬ 
tured  in  the  United  States,  which  is  in¬ 
terchangeable  with  or  can  be  readily 
adapted  to  the  instrument  with  which 
the  foreign  article  is  intended  to  be  used. 

Seth  M.  Booner, 

Director, 

Office  of  Import  Programs, 
[PR  Doc.72-4028  Plied  3-16-72:8:62  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  CINCINNATI  COLLEGE 
OF  MEDICINE 

Notice  of  Decision  on  Application  for 

Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scien¬ 
tific  article  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub¬ 
lic  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  issued  thereunder  as  amended 
(37  F.R.  3892  et  seq.). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Dejjartment  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  D^artment  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 

Docket  No.  71-00558-33-11000.  AppU- 
cant:  University  of  Cincinnati  College  of 
Medicine,  Eden  and  Bethesda  Avenues, 
Cincinnati,  OH  45219.  Article:  LKB  9000 
combined  gas  —  chromatograph  —  mass 
spectrometer.  Manufacturer:  LKIB  Pro- 
dukter  AB,  Sweden. 

Intended  use  of  article:  The  article  will 
be  used  in  the  determination  of  the 
chemical  structure  of  micrograms  and 
nanogram  quantities  of  drugs  and  drug 
metabolites  isolated  from  biological  ma¬ 
terials;  for  a  study  of  drug  metabolism  in 


man;  and  for  research  to  sequence  syn¬ 
thetic  peptides  isolated  from  blood  and 
urine. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  pmrposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  us^,  was  being  manufactured  in 
the  United  States  at  the  time  the  article 
was  ordered  (May  8,  1969). 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  is  a  single 
unit  in  which  the  fimctions  of  a  gas 
chromatograph,  molecular  separator  (or 
interface)  and  a  mass  spectrometer  have 
been  integrated.  There  are  domestic 
manufactmers  which  are  in  a  position 
to  offer  to  supply  some  of  these  compo¬ 
nents  to  be  combined  with  a  component 
(or  with  components)  produced  by  an¬ 
other  domestic  ma:iufactvirer.  However, 
this  is  not  considered  to  constitute  a 
“reasonable  combination  of  instruments” 
within  the  purview  of  §  701.11(a)  of  the 
regulations,  unless  (a)  the  domestic 
manufacturer  offering  to  furnish  the 
combination  undertakes  to  functionally 
integrate  the  instruments  as  a  single 
operating  unit  and  (b)  establish  through 
appropriate  test  procedures  the  perform¬ 
ance  specifications  of  the  chromato¬ 
graphic  and  spectrometrlc  fimctions  as  a 
single  unit.  (See  decisions  on  Docket  No. 
67-00108-33-11000,  33  F.R.  597,  Janu¬ 
ary  17,  1968;  Docket  No.  6a-00516-01- 
11000,  33  F.R.  11097,  August  3,  1968,  and 
Docket  No.  69-00446-01-11000,  34  F.R. 
13336  and  13337,  August  16,  1969.)  We 
note  that  three  instruments  meeting 
these  criteria  were  being  manufactured 
in  the  United  States  at  the  time  the  for¬ 
eign  article  was  ordered — the  Model  1015 
manufactured  by  Finnigan  Instrument 
Corp.  (Finnigan) ;  the  GC/MS-66  sys¬ 
tem  manufactured  by  Varlan  Associates 
(Varian);  and  the  Model  270  GC-DF 
manufactured  by  Perkin  Elmer  Corpora¬ 
tion  (P-E).  A  comparison  of  the  Finni- 
gan  Model  1015  with  the  foreign  article 
showed  that  this  domestic  instrument 
had  a  specified  sensitivity  of  100  nano¬ 
grams  of  cholesterol  injected  into  the  gas 
chromatograph  column,  whereas  the  for¬ 
eign  article  had  a  specified  sensitivity 
of  10  nanograms  of  cholesterol  injection 
into  the  gas  chromatograph  column.  This 
indicated  that  the  foreign  article  could 
produce  a  meaningful  spectrum  with  a 
sample  of  one- tenth  of  that  required  to 
produce  a  meaningful  spectrum  with  the 
Finnigan  Model  1015  and  that  the  sensi¬ 
tivity  of  the  foreign  article  exceeded  that 
of  this  domestic  instnunent  by  a  factor 
of  10.  It  is  also  noted  that  the  foreign 
article  could  achieve  this  sensitivity  with 
a  corresponding  resolution  of  750  at  a  10 
percent  valley  definition,  whereas  the 
Finnigan  Model  1015  had  a  maximum 
specified  resolution  that  is  equivalent  to 
500  at  the  10  percent  valley  definition. 

In  regard  to  the  Varian  GC/MS-66 
system,  the  sp)ecified  sensitivity  of  the 
foreign  article  also  exceeded  the  specified 
sensitivity  of  this  domestic  instrument 
by  a  factor  of  10.  Ihe  quoted  specifica¬ 
tion  for  the  sensitivity  of  the  P-E  Model 
270  GC-DF  was  “less  than  3X10‘*  gram/ 
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second  of  methyl  stearate  will  produce  a 
spectnun  with  a  signal-to-noise  ratio 
substantially  greater  than  1  at  parent 
mass  peak,  for  1  second/decade  scan 
rate.”  On  the  basis  of  these  specifications, 
the  sensitivity  of  the  foreign  article  ex¬ 
ceeded  that  of  the  P-E  Model  270  GC-DP 
by  a  factor  of  500.  We  are  advised  by 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  (HEW)  in  its  memorandum 
dated  October  22,  1971,  that  the  sensitiv¬ 
ity  of  the  foreign  article  is  pertinent  to 
the  applicant’s  research  studies. 

For  this  reason,  we  find  that  none  of 
the  three  domestic  instruments  cited 
above  was  of  equivalent  scimtific  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  such  purposes 
as  this  article  was  intended  to  be  used 
at  the  time  the  foreign  article  was 
ordered. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  combination  of  instruments 
being  manufactured  in  the  United  States 
and  being  offered  as  a  functionally  inte¬ 
grated  single  instrument,  which  was  of 
equivalent  Scientific  value  to  the  for¬ 
eign  article  for  the  purposes  for  vdiich 
this  article  is  intend^  to  be  used  at  the 
time  the  article  was  ordered. 

Seth  M.  Bodner, 

Director, 

Office  of  Import  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.73-4044  Filed  3-15-72:8:54  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
AQUITAINE  CHEMICAL,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
F(X>d,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) .  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(PAP  2B2761)  has  beai  filed  by  Aquitaine 
Chemical,  Inc.,  139  Harristown  Rd.,  Glen 
Rock,  N.J.  07452,  proposing  the  issuance 
of  a  food  additive  regulation  (21  CFR 
Part  121)  to  provide  for  the  safe  use  of 
nylon  6/11  resins,  which  are  manu¬ 
factured  by  the  polycondensation  of 
mixtures  of  epsilon -caprolactam  and 
amino-vmdecanoic  acid,  in  articles  in¬ 
tended  for  f(X)d-contact  use. 

Dated;  March  5,  1972. 

Virgil  O.  Wodicka, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.72-4003  Filed  3-15-72;8:51  amj 


E.  I.  DU  PONT  DE  NEMOURS  &  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (PAP 
2B2774)  has  been  filed  by  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nomours  &  Co.,  1007  Market  Street,  Wil¬ 


mington.  DE  19898  proposing  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  food  additive  regulation  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  safe  use  of  dichlorotetra- 
lluorethane  (also  designated  food  pro¬ 
pellant  114)  as  a  propelling  agent  for 
foods  from  pressure-dispensed  separa¬ 
tion  packages. 

Dated :  March  3, 1972. 

Virgil  O.  Wodicka, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

IFR  Doc.72-4004  Filed  3-15-72:8:61  am] 


E.  I.  DU  PONT  DE  NEMOURS  AND  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
F(xxl.  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  UB.C.  348(b) 
(5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (FAP 
TB2776)  has  been  filed  by  E.  I.  du  Pont 
de  Nemours  and  Co..  1007  Market  St.. 
Wilmington,  DE  19808,  proposing  that 
§  121.2520  Adhesives  (21  CFR  121.2520) 
be  amended  to  provide  for  the  safe  use 
of  fumaric  acid-chromic  nitrate  com¬ 
plexes  as  adhesives  for  joining  ptriymerlc 
films  to  inorganic  substrates  such  as 
metal  or  glass. 

Dated:  March  6, 1972. 

Virgil  O.  Wodicka, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.72-4005  Filed  3-15-72:8:62  am] 


[Docket  No.  FDC-D-460;  NDA  Nos.  16-048, 
16-753] 

ELI  LILLY  AND  CO. 

C-Quens  Tablets  and  Estalor-21  Tab¬ 
lets;  Notice  of  Withdrawal  of  Ap¬ 
proval  of  New-Drug  Applications 

Eli  Lilly  and  Co.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46206,  holder  of  the  following  new-drug 
applications  for  prcxlucts  not  being  mar¬ 
keted,  has  waived  opportunity  for  hear¬ 
ing  and  agreed  to  the  withdrawal  of  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  new-drug  applications. 

1.  NDA  No.  16-048  for  C-Quens  Tab¬ 
lets  which  provide  a  dosage  regimen 
collating  of  two  different  tablets,  one 
containing  80  meg.  mestranol  per  tablet 
and  the  other  containing  80  meg.  mes- 
traiu^  in  combination  with  2  mg.  chlor- 
madinone  acetate.  The  appli(»nt  discon¬ 
tinued  the  marketing  of  this  product. 

2.  NDA  No.  16-753  for  Estalor-21  Tab¬ 
lets  which  provide  a  dosage  regimen 
consisting  of  two  different  tablets,  one 
coitaining  100  meg.  mestranol  in  one 
tablet  and  the  other  containing  100  meg. 
mestranol  in  combination  with  1.5  mg. 
chlormadinone  acetate.  The  applicant 
has  never  marketed  this  product. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  505 
(e),  52  Stat.  1053  as  amended;  21  U.S.C. 
355(e))  and  imder  authority  delegated 
to  him  (21  CFR  2.120)  finds  that  studies 
in  dogs  have  shown  an  increased  inci¬ 
dence  of  mammary  tiunors  resulting  from 
the  chlormadinone  acetate  component; 
that  while  these  findings  were  not  di¬ 


rectly  applicable  to  the  human  and  there 
was  no  evidence  of  increase  in  the  fre¬ 
quency  of  mammary  tumors  in  women 
using  the  drug,  the  findings  raised  a 
safety  question  and  Eli  Lilly  suid  Co.,  dis¬ 
continued  the  manufacture  of  the  drug 
in  October  1970. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  foregoing 
findings,  approval  of  the  above  new-drug 
applications,  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto,  is  withdrawn  ef¬ 
fective  on  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
d(x:ument  (3-16-72). 

Dated:  March  8, 1972. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.72-3855  Filed  3-15-72:8:52  am] 


ETHYL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  for  Food 
Additive 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
P(x>d,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(b)(5).  72  Stat.  1786  ;  21  U.S.C.  348(b) 
(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  2L2771)  has  been  filed  by  Ethyl 
Corp.,  1700  Peridldo  Street,  New  Orleans, 
La.  70012,  proposing:  (1)  that  5  121.1238 
Synthetic  fatty  alcohols  (21  C7FR  121.- 
1238),  which  specifies  the  conditions  im- 
der  which  synthetic  fatty  alcohols  may 
be  safely  used  in  f<x)d  and  in  the  syn¬ 
thesis  of  food  components,  be  amended 
by  deleting  the  necessity  for  utilizing  the 
specified  hydrocarbon  solvent  in  the 
manufacture  of  these  alcohols;  and  (2) 
that  5  121.2616  Synthetic  fatty  alcohoh 
(21  cm  121.2616),  which  specifies  the 
conditions  under  which  synthetic  fatty 
alcohols  may  be  safely  used  as  compo¬ 
nents  of  articles  intended  for  use  in  con¬ 
tact  with  f<x)d  and  in  synthesizing  food 
additives  and  other  substances  permitted 
for  use  as  components  of  articles  intend¬ 
ed  for  use  in  contact  with  food,  be 
amended  by  deleting  the  necessity  for 
utilizing  the  specified  hydrocarbon  sol¬ 
vent  in  the  manufacture  of  these  alco¬ 
hols  and  by  deleting  the  diol  content 
limitation  on  these  alcohols. 

Dated:  March  6,  1972. 

Virgil  O.  Wodicka, 
Director,  Bureau  of  Foods. 

[FR  Doc.72-4006  FUed  3-15-72:8:52  am] 


[Docket  No.  FDC-D-451:  NDA  No.  14-412] 

UPJOHN  CO. 

ProvesI  Tablets;  Notice  of  Withdrawal 
of  Approval  of  New-Drug  Application 

The  Upjohn  Co.,  7171  Portage  Road, 
Kalamazoo,  Mich.  49001,  holder  of  new- 
drug  application  No.  14-412  for  Provest 
Tablets  containing  10  mg.  medroxy¬ 
progesterone  acetate  and  0.05  mg.  ethinyl 
estradiol,  has  discern  tinned  marketing  of 
the  proiiuct,  waiving  opportunity  for 
hearing,  and  agreed  to  withdrawal  of 
approval  of  the  new-drug  application. 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
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Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  ^ct  (sec.  505 
(e).  52  Stat.  1053,  as  amended;  21  UB.C. 
355(e))  and  under  authority  delegated 
to  him  (21  CFR  2.120) ,  finds  that  studies 
in  dogs  have  shown  an  increased  inci¬ 
dence  of  mammary  tumors  resulting 
from  the  medroxyprogesterone  acetate 
component;  that  while  these  findings 
were  not  directly  applicable  to  the  human 
and  there  was  no  evidence  of  increase 
in  the  frequency  of  mammary  tumors  in 
women  using  the  drug,  the  findings  raised 
a  safety  question  and  The  Upjohn  Co. 
discontinued  the  manufacture  of  the 
drug  in  October  1970. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  forego¬ 
ing  finding,  approval  of  new-drug  ap¬ 
plication  No.  14-412,  including  all 
amendments  and  supplements  thereto,  is 
hereby  withdrawn  effective  on  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  document  (3-16- 
72). 

Dated:  March  8,  1972. 

R.  E.  Duggan, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

(FR  Doc.72-3956  Filed  3-15-72;8:52  am] 


Office  of  Education 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  ACADEMIC  FA¬ 
CILITIES  AND  IMPROVEMENT  OF 
UNDERGRADUATE  INSTRUCTION 

Promulgation  of  Allotment  Ratios 

Pursuant  to  both  section  103  of  the 
Higher  Education  Facilities  Act  of  1963, 
Public  Law  88-204,  77  Stat.  363,  which 
provides  for  grants  for  construction  of 
academic  facilities  for  public  commimlty 
colleges  and  technical  institutes,  and  sec¬ 
tion  602  of  the  Higher  Education  Act  of 
1965,  Public  Law  89-329,  77  Stat.  1219, 
which  provides  for  financial  assistance 
for  the  improvement  of  undergraduate 
instruction,  and  on  the  basis  of  the  aver¬ 
age  of  the  incomes  per  person  of  the 
States  and  of  all  the  States  for  the  three 
most  recent  consecutive  calendar  years 
for  which  satisfactory  data  are  available 
from  the  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
following  allotment  ratios  for  the  States 
are  hereby  promulgated,  effective  with 
respect  to  the  allotment  of  such  funds  as 
may  be  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30, 1973. 


Alabama _ 

0.6412 

Maryland _ 

.4614 

Alaska  _ 

.4227 

Massachu- 

Arizona  ____ 

.5517 

setts  _ 

.4489 

Arkansas  _ 

.6447 

Michigan _ 

.4683 

California  .. 

.4300 

Minnesota 

.5151 

Colorado  _ _ 

.5222 

Mississippi  _ 

.6667 

Connec- 

Missouri _ 

.5267 

ticut _ 

.3775 

Montana _ 

.6739 

Delaware _ 

.4430 

Nebraska _ 

.5240 

Florida _ 

.5431 

Nevada  _ 

.4261 

Georgia  ____ 

.5777 

New  Hamp- 

Hawaii . 

.4401 

shire 

.5358 

Idaho  _ 

.5944 

New  Jersey  _ 

.4169 

Illinois _ 

.4232 

New  Mex- 

Indiana  ____ 

.5084 

Ico _ 

.6074 

Iowa _ 

.5260 

New  York _ 

.3931 

Kansas _ _ 

.5098 

North  Caro- 

Kentucky  _ 

.6111 

Una _ 

.6961 

Louisiana  __ 

.6092 

North  Da- 

Maine _ 

.5899 

kota  _ 

.6081 

Ohio _ 

.4889 

Virginia 

.6464 

Oklahoma _ 

.5807 

Washington 

.4744 

Oregon _ _ 

.6221 

West 

Pennsyl- 

Virginia _ 

.6268 

vania 

.5022 

Wisconsin _ 

.6273 

Rhode 

Wyoming _ 

.5504 

Island  _ _ 

.4948 

District  of 

South 

Coliunbia 

.3333 

Carolina  _ 

.6309 

American 

South 

Samoa  ... 

.6667 

Dakota _ 

.6940 

Guam  _ 

.6667 

Tennessee _ 

.6111 

Puerto  Rico. 

.6667 

Texas  _ 

.5523 

Virgin 

Utah  _ 

.5936 

Islands _ 

.6667 

Vermont _ 

.5583 

Approved:  March  8, 1972. 

Sn)NEY  P.  Marland,  Jr., 
Commissioner  of  Education. 
IFR  Doc.72-3983  Filed  3-15-72;8:51  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

FLIGHT  STANDARDS  DISTRICT  OFFICE, 
STATE  OF  NEVADA 

Notice  of  Boundary  Changes 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on 
March  10,  1972,  the  Flight  Standards 
District  Office  boundaries  were  realigned. 
The  Las  Vegas  General  Aviation  District 
Office  has  been  extended  to  include  all 
of  Nye  County,  Nev.  Jiulsdiction  over 
Mineral  County  has  been  transferred 
from  the  Burbank  Air  Carrier  District 
Office  to  the  San  Francisco  Air  Carrier 
District  Office. 

(Sec.  313(a),  72  Stat.  752;  49  U.S.C.  1354) 

Arvin  O.  Basnight, 
Director,  Western  Region. 
[FR  Doc.72-3963  Filed  3-15-72:8:48  am] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-247] 

CONSOLIDATED  EDISON  COMPANY 
OF  NEW  YORK,  INC. 

Order  Setting  Date  for  Further 
Conference  and  Evidentiary  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Consolidated  Edison 
Company  of  New  York,  Inc.  (Indian 
Point  Station  Unit  No.  2),  Docket  No. 
50-247. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  has  inquired  concerning  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  parties  for  a  further  con¬ 
ference  and  evidentiary  hearing  in  this 
proceeding. 

Take  notice,  and  it  is  hereby  ordered, 
in  accordance  with  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act,  as  amended,  and  the  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  of  the  Commission,  that  a  further 
conference  and  evidentiary  hearing  in 
this  proceeding  shall  convene  at  10  a.m, 
on  Wednesday,  April  5,  1972,  in  the  all¬ 
purpose  room  of  the  Springvale  Inn, 
500  Albany  Post  Road,  Croton-on- 
Hudson,  NY. 
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Issued:  March  9,  1972,  Germantown, 
Md. 

Atomic  Safety  and  Licens¬ 
ing  Board, 

Samuel  W.  Jensch, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.72-3973  FUed  3-15-72:8:49  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-255] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Interim  Provisional  Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  (the  Commission) 
has  issued  Amendment  No.  2  to  Pro¬ 
visional  Operating  License  No.  DPR-20 
to  Consumers  Power  Co.  (the  licensee) 
which  permits  operation,  at  steady  state 
power  levels  not  to  exceed  1,320  mega¬ 
watts  thermal,  of  the  Palisades  Plant 
(the  facilitv),  a  pressurized  water  nu¬ 
clear  reactor  located  at  the  licensee’s 
site  on  the  eastern  shore  of  Lake  Michi¬ 
gan  in  Covert  Township,  Van  Buren 
County,  Mich.  The  facility  is  designed 
for  operation  at  approximately  2,200 
megawatts  thermal,  but  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Interim  Provi¬ 
sional  Operating  License  No.  DPR^20,  as 
amended,  activities  imder  the  license  are 
restricted  to  operation  at  steady  state 
power  levels  not  to  exceed  1,320  mega¬ 
watts  thermal  (60  percent  of  the  fac- 
cility’s  rated  power  level  of  2,200  MWt) . 

A  notice  of  proposed  issuance  of  a  pro¬ 
visional  operating  license  for  the  facility 
was  Issued  by  the  Commission  on 
March  10,  1970  (35  F.R.  4310).  The  no¬ 
tice  provided  that  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication,  any  person 
whose  interest  might  be  affected  by  the 
issuance  of  the  license  could  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  for  leave  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  10  CTH 
Part  2,  “Rules  of  Practice.”  Petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene  and  requests  for 
hearing  were  filed  by  a  number  of  per¬ 
sons.  The  notice  of  hearing  issued  by  the 
Commission  on  May  18,  1970  (35  F.R. 
7750),  ordered  a  hearing  held  in  the 
matter,  permitted  intervention  by  peti¬ 
tioners,  and  appointed  a  presiding 
atomic  safety  and  licensing  board  (the 
Board). 

On  March  24,  1971,  pursuant  to  an 
Initial  decision  by  the  Board,  on  a  mo¬ 
tion  by  the  licensee,  the  Commission 
issued  Interim  Provisional  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-20  authorizing  fuel 
loading  and  initial  operation  limited  to 
1  megawatt  thermal. 

On  November  20,  1971,  pursuant  to 
an  order  by  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board,  on  motion  of  the  licensee, 
the  Commission  issued  Amendment  No. 
1  to  Interim  Provisional  Operating  Li¬ 
cense  No.  DPR-20  authorizing  operation 
at  power  levels  not  to  exceed  440  mega¬ 
watts  thermal,  on  conditions  set  forth 
therein. 

In  response  to  the  licensee’s  request, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
paragraph  D.2  of  appendix  D  to  10  CFR 
Part  50,  for  an  amendment  to  License 
No.  DPR-20  authorizing  interim  opera- 
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tion  at  power  levels  not  to  exceed  1,320 
megawatts  thermal  (60  percent  of  the 
facility’s  rated  power),  further  evidence 
was  presented  to  the  Board  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  and  by  the  Commission’s  staff 
concerning  environmental  impact  of 
such  operation. 

On  March  10,  1972,  the  Commissi(ui 
issued  an  order  authorizing  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  Regulation  to  make  appropriate 
findings  on  the  issues  set  forth  in  10 
CPR  50.57(a)  and  to  issue  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  Interim  Provisional  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-20  permitting  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  Palisades  Plant  at  power 
levels  not  to  exceed  1,320  WTt,  subject 
to  the  limitations  recommended  by  the 
regulatory  staff. 

The  Commission’s  regulatory  staff  has 
inspected  the  facility  and  has  determined 
that,  for  operation  as  authorized  by  the 
amendment,  the  facility  has  been  con¬ 
structed  in  accordance  with  the  appli¬ 
cation,  as  amended,  the  provisions  of 
Interim  Provisional  Construction  Permit 
No.  <rPPR-25,  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations.  The  licensee  has  previously 
submitted  proof  of  financial  protection  in 
satisfaction  of  the  requirements  of  10 
CFR  Part  140. 

The  Director  of  Regulation  has  made 
the  findings  set  forth  in  the  license,  and 
has  concluded  that  the  application,  as 
amended,  complies  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  and  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  in  10  CFR  Chapter  I,  and  that  the 
issuance  of  the  license  will  not  be  inimical 
to  the  common  defense  and  security  or  to 
the  health  and  safety  of  the  public. 

The  license  amendment  is  effective  as 
of  the  date  of  issuance  and  shall  expire 
on  September  24,  1972,  imless  extended 
for  good  cause  shown  or  upon  the  earlier 
issuance  of  a  superseding  operating 
licoise. 

Copies  of  (1)  the  Commission’s  order 
dr, ted  March  10,  1972,  (2)  Amendment 
No.  2  to  Interim  Provisional  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-20,  Technical  Specifi¬ 
cations,  and  (3)  “EHscussion  and  Con¬ 
clusions  by  the  Envision  of  Reactor 
Licensing,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  pursuant  to  Appendix  D  of  10  CFR 
Part  50,  Supporting  the  Issuance  of  a 
License  to  Consumers  Power  Co.,  Inc., 
Authorizing  limited  Operation  of  the 
Palisades  Nuclear  Generating  Plant, 
Docket  No.  50-255,  dated  December  30, 
1971  (corrected  January  28,  1972),”  are 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 
Copies  of  the  amended  license,  and  item 
(3)  above  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  lOih  day 
of  March  1972, 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  C.  DeYoung, 
Assistant  Director  for  Pressur¬ 
ized  Water  Reactors.  Divi¬ 
sion  of  Reactor  Licensing, 

[FR  Doc.72-4023  Filed  S-15-72;8:62  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  2S976] 

AERLINTE  EIREANN  TEORANTA 

Notice  of  Hearing  Regarding  New 
York  Deletion 

Notice  is  ha*eby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Aviatiim  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  that  a  hearing  in  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  will  be  held  on 
March  27, 1972,  at  10  ajn.,  e.s.t.,  in  Room 
805,  Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW„  Washington,  DC,  before  the 
imdersigned  examiner. 

For  informaticm  concerning  the  issues 
involved  and  other  details  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  interested  persons  are  referred 
to  the  prehearing  conference  report 
served  on  February  24,  1972,  and  other 
dociunents  which  are  in  the  docket  of 
this  proceeding  on  file  in  the  docket  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  13, 
1972. 

[seal]  Greer  M.  Murphy, 

Hearing  Examiner. 

|PR  Doc.  72-4025  FUed  3-15-72;8:56  am| 


(Dockets  Nos.  24048,  etc.;  Order  72-3-27] 

BRANIFF  AIRWAYS,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Instituting  Investigation  Re¬ 
garding  Corporcste  Reorganization 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  10th  day  of  March  1972. 

Application  of  Braniff  Airways.  Inc., 
and  Braniff  International  Corporation, 
for  an  order  under  sections  401,  408,  and 
801  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended,  relating  to  a  plan  of 
corporate  reorganization.  Docket  24048 : 
application  of  Airlift  International,  Inc., 
The  Flying  ’Tiger  Line  Inc.,  regarding 
corporate  reorganizations.  Dockets  21508, 
and  21223;  Air  Carrier  Reorganization 
Investigation,  Docket  24283. 

On  December  8,  1971,  Braniff  Airways 
filed  an  application  requesting  approval 
for  a  corporate  reorganization  in  which 
the  air  carrier  will  become  a  new  corpora¬ 
tion  (Braniff  Airways,  Inc.,  hereinafter 
styled  “New  Braniff”)  controlled  by  a 
holding  company  (Braniff  International 
Corp.) .  The  application  also  requests  the 
transfer  of  Braniff’s  certificates  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  to  the  new 
(XHnpany. 

Ai^licants  also  request  approval  of  the 
sale  to  Braniff  Intematicmal  Corp.  of  the 
aiiline’s  interest  in  Braniff  International 
Hotels,  Inc.,  a  Nevada  corporation  estab¬ 
lished  as  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of 
Braniff  during  1971.  At  present,  Braniff 
is  in  the  process  of  transferring  to  this 
subsidiary  substantially  all  of  the  air¬ 
line’s  interests  in  hotel  and  tourism  facili¬ 
ties  which  it  has  acquired  since  begin¬ 
ning  a  travel-related  diversification  pro¬ 
gram  several  jrears  ago  primarily  to 
encourage,  develop  and  operate  hotels 
and  toiulst  facilities  in  Latin  America. 
The  program  was  later  expanded  to  in- 


<dude  the  managnnait  and  operation  of 
hotels  in  the  United  States. 

Braniff  and  Braniff  International 
Corp.  also  request  the  Board’s  approval 
of  an  agreement  whereby  New  Braniff 
will  make  compensatory  cash  pasrments 
to  Braniff  International  Corp.  to  reflect 
adjustments  when  and  as  the  airline’s 
5%  percent  subordinated  debentures  due 
December  1, 1986,  are  canceled  upon  sur¬ 
render  in  connection  with  exercise  of 
warrants  to  purchase  the  holding  com¬ 
pany’s  common  stock.  In  addition,  appli¬ 
cants  request  that  any  condition  imposed 
by  the  Board  in  connection  with  this 
transaction  limiting  “intercompany 
transactions”  should  be  drafted  in  a 
manner:  (1)  That  states  specifically  that 
the  limitation  on  “intercompany  trans¬ 
actions”  does  not  include  sales  by  the 
airline  of  services  in  air  transportation 
at  published  tariff  rates;  (2)  that  reflects 
clearly  that  the  limitation  on  “intercom¬ 
pany  transactions”  does  not  include 
transactions  between  the  airline,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  its  own  subsidiaries,  on 
the  other  hand;  (3)  that  provides  that 
the  limitation  on  “intercompany  trans¬ 
actions”  does  not  include  purchases  of 
'hotel  services  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
business  (such  as  room  rentals)  by  the 
airline  from  Braniff  International  Hotels, 
Inc.,  wliich,  like  the  airline,  will  be  a 
subsidiary  of  the  holding  company;  and 
(4)  that  provides  that  the  limitation  on' 
“intercompany  transactions”  does  not 
include  charges  by  the  airline  to  the  hotel 
company  for  reimbursement  of  payroll 
and  related  expenses  for  airline  em¬ 
ployees  who  devote  time  to  hotel  opera¬ 
tions  and  for  a  pro  rata  share  of  the 
expenses  of  (H^erating  shared  facilities, 
subject,  if  the  Board  deems  it  appropri¬ 
ate,  to  an  annual  reporting  requirement 
which  will  state,  by  category,  the 
amounts  of  such  transactions  and  the 
basis  therefor. 

Applicants  also  request  that  the  Board 
disclaim  jurisdiction  over  the  interlock¬ 
ing  relationship  over  the  New  Braniff  and 
Braniff  International  Corp.  that  will 
exist  following  the  corporate  reorganiza¬ 
tion.  The  members  of  the  board  of  di¬ 
rectors  of  Braniff  at  the  time  the  merger 
takes  place  will  become  directors  of  New 
Braniff  and  of  the  board  of  directors  of 
Braniff  International  Corp,  Similarly  the 
officers  of  Braniff  International  Corp. 
will  be  chosen  from  among  persons  who 
are  officers  of  the  airline. 

Finally,  applicants  seek  such  additional 
authorizations  as  are  necessary  for  the 
implementation  of  a  third  element  of  the 
same  plan,  whereby  a  third  wholly  owned 
subsidiary  of  the  holding  company  would 
be  established  for  the  purpose  of  devel¬ 
oping  a  range  of  educational  programs 
and  vocational  training  courses  respon¬ 
sive  to  an  increasing  public  interest  in, 
and  need  for,  practical  job  training.  The 
educational  and  training  subsidiary 
(Braniff  Education  Systems,  Inc.)  will 
not  provide  education  and  training  for 
Braniff’s  employees,  which  will  continue 
to  be  performed  by  the  airline  for  its 
own  account. 

We  have  decided  to  set  the  matter  for 
hearing  as  part  of  an  inquiry  into  the 
problems  raised  by  air  canler  reorgani- 
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zations  and  related  diversification 
programs. 

This  is  the  fourth  application  within 
the  past  3  years  in  which  an  air  carrier’s 
corporate  reorganization,  and  consequent 
diversification,  is  before  the  Board.  In 
the  first  instance,  invoiving  United  Air 
Lines,  the  Board  disclaimed  jurisdiction 
imder  section  408  of  the  Act  (as  then 
written) 

The  similar  reorganizations  of  Plying 
Tiger  and  Airlift  came  after  Congress 
had  amended  section  408(a)(5)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  by  enacting  Public 
Law  91-62.  In  dealing  with  the  subse¬ 
quent  Flying  Tiger*  and  Airlift*  reor¬ 
ganizations  the  Board  concluded  that 
such  transactions,  by  virtue  of  the 
amended  section  408,  were  within  the 
Board’s  jurisdiction,  and  indeed  were 
obliged  to  be  scrutinized  to  insure  that 
the  air  carrier  was  not  subject  to  finan¬ 
cial  manipulation,  and  that  the  carrier’s 
management  and  resources  remain  de¬ 
voted  to  the  provision  of  air  transporta¬ 
tion. 

Although  the  Plying  Tiger  and  Airlift 
transactions  were  approved,  such  actions 
were  not  taken  without  reservations  by 
the  Board,  as  reflected  in  the  extensive 
conditions  placed  thereon  and  as  subse¬ 
quently  specifically  indicated  in  our  dis¬ 
cussion  of  transactions  engaged  in  by  the 
reorganization  structure.*  These  reserva¬ 
tions  are  still  felt,  as  indicated  by  our 
recent  action  in  dealing  with  various  re¬ 
quests  of  Flying  Tiger  “  and  by  our  adop¬ 
tion  of  amendments  to  the  Uniform  Sys¬ 
tem  of  Accounts  and  Reports  concerning 
Transactions  with  Affiliated  Groups.* 

Braniff’s  application,  coupled  with  the 
Board’s  experience  with  Plying  Tiger’s 
diversification  activities,  and  with  the  in¬ 
formation  flowing  from  the  various  in¬ 
vestigations  of  Penn-Central’S  many 
problems,''  gives  rise  to  a  host  of  questions 
regarding  the  import  of  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  holding  companies  by  air  car¬ 
riers.  For  instance,  do  air  carrier  created 
holding  companies  increase  the  likeli¬ 
hood  of  diversification  by  air  carriers?  If 
so,  in  respect  to  the  air  carrier  industry 
and  the  traveling  public,  and  in  terms 
of  the  Board’s  ability  to  discharge  effec¬ 
tively  its  regulatory  responsibilities,  is 
that  desirable  or  undesirable?  Etoes 
diversification  via  the  holding  company 
route  have  an  impact  different  than 
diversification  by  air  carriers  through 
the  medium  of  subsidiaries  of  the  air 
carrier  or  divisions  of  a  single  air  carrier 
corporation?  What  effect  does  the  forma¬ 
tion  of  a  holding  company  by  an  air 
carrier  have  on  the  carrier’s  management 
structure  and  relationships  with  or 


1  Order  69-4-67,  Feb.  17,  1969. 

•Orders  69-12-121,  Dec.  29,  1969  and  70- 
6-119,  May  6,  1970. 

»  Orders  70-6-120,  June  19, 1970  and  70-9-8, 
Sept.  2.  1970. 

*  The  Flying  Tiger  Corp.  and  Tiger  Leasing 
Corp.,  Order  71-6-106,  June  21, 1971,  and  The 
Flying  Tiger  Line,  Order  71-7-6,  July  1,  1971. 

'■*  Order  72-2-6,  Feb.  2,  1972. 

■  Regulation  ER-707.  adopted  Sept.  22, 1971. 

•  The  Board  approved  the  formation  of 
holding  companies  by  Flying  Tiger  and  Air¬ 
lift  shortly  before  the  Penn-Central  went  Into 
reorganization  under  section  77  of  the  Bank¬ 
ruptcy  Act. 


dependence  upon  financial  institutions? 
To  what  extent  does  the  formation  of 
holding  companies  carry  with  It  the 
potential  for  practices  that  conflict  with 
the  nation’s  antitrust  policies,  such  as 
anticompetitive  reciprocal  dealings?  And 
what  terms,  conditions,  and  limitations 
on  the  relationships  between  air  carrier 
holding  companies,  air  carriers,  and 
other  affiliated  companies  can  and 
should  the  Board  impose  pursuant  to  its 
authority  under,  for  instance,  sections 
401(g)  and  408(b)  of  the  Act? 

Clearly  the  potential  ramifications  of 
the  formation  by  air  carriers  of  holding 
companies  are  broad  enough  to  warrant 
thorough  exploration.  We  think  it  just  as 
clear  that  this  exploration  should  be 
imdertaken  before  this  form  of  activity 
proceeds  further.  We  have  therefore 
determined  to  set  the  Braniff  application 
for  hearing  as  part  of  a  broader  investi¬ 
gation  to  focus  not  only  on  Braniff’s 
plans  and  their  implications,  but  also  to 
consider  what,  if  any,  further  terms  and 
conditions  should  be  placed  upon  the 
Board’s  approval  of  the  reorganizations 
of  Airlift  *  and  Flying  Tiger,  over  which 
jurisdiction  has  been  retained  for  such 
purpose.  In  addition,  because  it  has 
adopted  the  same  route.  United  Air  Lines, 
Inc.,  and  its  parent  UAL,  Inc.,  will  be 
made  parties  hereto  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  the  extent  and  nature  of 
their  activities  imder  their  plan  of  re¬ 
organization,  the  impact  of  such  activi¬ 
ties  on  the  air  carrier,  the  lessons  to  be 
learned  from  such  activities  insofar  as 
Board  regulation  of  holding  company 
situations  is  concerned,  and  what,  if  any, 
terms,  conditions,  or  limitations  can  and 
should  be  placed  thereon.* 

We  intend  that  the  investigation  con¬ 
sider,  inter  alia,  the  following  issues; 

(a)  Whether  Braniff’s  application 
should  be  approved  and  if  so  subject  to 
what  conditions; 

(b)  What  further  terms,  conditions, 
or  limitations  should  be  placed  on  the 
Board’s  approval  of  the  Flying  Tiger  and 
Airlift  reorganizations,  and  as  to  Airlift 
whether  the  Board’s  approval  should  be 
rescinded ; 

(c)  What  terms,  conditions,  or  limita¬ 
tions,  if  any,  is  the  Board  authorized  to 
impose  in  respect  to  the  relationship 
between  United  Air  'Lines,  Inc.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  UAL,  Inc.,  and  any  other 
affiliate,  on  the  other,  and  what  terms, 
conditions,  or  limitations  which  the 
Board  is  authorized  to  impose  should  be 
adopted: 

(d)  In  addition  to  the  Board’s  present 
powders  as  derived  from  its  regulations 
and  the  Federal  Aviation  Act,  inter  alia, 
what  further  regulations  and/or  legisla¬ 
tion  would  be  necessary  to  deal  effectively 
with  air  carrier  diversification. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That; 

1.  An  investigation  be  and  it  hereby  is 
instituted  pursuant  to  sections  102,  204, 


'  In  the  case  of  Airlift,  whoee  reorganiza¬ 
tion  has  not  been  effected,  a  further  issue 
will  be  whether  the  Board’s  approval  should 
be  rescinded. 

■  Since  the  outcome  of  the  investigation 
may  have  industrywide  effect,  petitions  of 
other  air  carriers  for  leave  to  intervene  will 
be  favorably  entertained. 


401,  408,  409,  411,  and  415  of  the  Federal 
Aviatim  Act  to  be  styled  the  “Air  Car¬ 
rier  Reorganization  Investigation,’’  in 
Docket  24283,  and  set  for  hearing  before  a 
Board  examiner  at  a  time  and  place  to 
be  hereafter  designated,  to  consider  the 
above-discussed  issues; 

2.  The  application  in  Docket  24048  be 
and  it  hereby  is  consolidated  with  the 
above  Investigation; 

3.  The  proceedings  in  Dockets  21223 
and  21508  be  and  they  hereby  are  re¬ 
opened  and  consolidated  with  the  above 
Investigation; 

4.  UAL,  Inc.,  and  United  Air  Lines, 
Inc.,  be  and  they  hereby  are  made  parties 
to  the  Investigation; 

5.  Participation  in  this  proceeding  by 
the  Departments  of  Justice  and  Trans¬ 
portation  is  invited,  to  facilitate  which 
each  be  and  hereby  is  made  a  party  to 
this  proceeding;  and 

6.  This  order  shall  be  served  on  Air¬ 
lift,  Braniff,  Flying  ’Tiger,  United  and  the 
Departments  of  Justice  and  Transporta¬ 
tion,  and  shall  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

By  the  CTivil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harry  J.  Zink, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72 -4027  Filed  3-15-72:8:65  am] 


[I^ocket  Nos.  24130 etc.) 

TEXAS  INTERNATIONAL  AIRLINES, 
INC. 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Hearing 

Regarding  Acquisition  of  Control  by 

Jet  Capital  Corp. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  has 
been  postponed  from  March  16,  1972  (37 
F.R.  4300,  March  1,  1972),  to  March  23, 
1972,  at  1  p.m.  (local  time)  in  Room  911, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  March  13, 
1972. 

[SEALl  Hyman  Goldberg, 

Hearing  Examiner. 

(PR  Doc.72-402f8  Filed  3-15-72:8:66  am] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
ACENCY 

AGWAY,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Pesticide  Chemical 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408 
(d)(1),  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.S.C.  346a(d) 
(1)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (PP 
2F1226)  has  been  filed  by  Agway,  Inc., 
Syracuse,  N.Y.,  13201,  proposing  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  tolerance  (40  CFR  180) 
for  residues  of  the  desiccant  and  de¬ 
foliant  neodecanoic  acid  (a  mixture  of 
10-carbon  tiialkyl  acetic  acids  (calcu¬ 
lated  as  CgHifCOOH) )  in  or  on  the  raw 
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agricultural  commodity  dry  bulb  onions 
at  1  part  per  million. 

The  analjrtical  method  proposed  In 
the  petition  for  determining  residues  of 
the  dessicant  and  defoliant  incorporates 
the  procedures  of  two  methods.  ' 

1.  Leigh  E.  St.  John,  Jr.,  and  D.  J. 
Ldsk,  “Journal  of  the  Association  of  OfiS- 
cial  Analsrtical  Chemists,"  vol.  52,  i>p. 
876-877  (1969). 

2.  Anoosh  I.  Mizany,  “Journal  of 
Chromatography,”  vol.  31,  pp.  96-101 
(1967). 

Dated:  March  10, 1972. 

William  M.  Upholt, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticides  Programs. 

(PR  Doc.72-3997  PUed  3-16-72;8:62  am] 


E.  I.  DU  PONT  DE  NEMOURS  &  CO., 
INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition  Regarding 
Pesticide  Chemical 

Pursuant  to  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
408(d)  (1) ,  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.S.C.  346a(d) 
(1) ),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition  (PP 
2F1240)  has  been  filed  by  E.  I.  du  Pont 
de  Nemours  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Wilmington,  DE 
19898,  proposing  establishment  of  a 
tolerance  (40  CFR  Part  180)  for  residues 
of  the  fungicide  benomyl  (methyl  1- 
(butylcarbamoyl)  -  2-  benzimidazolecar- 
bamate)  in  or  on  the  raw  agricultural 
commodities  almond  hulls  at  2  parts  per 
million  and  nuts  at  0.2  part  per  million 
(negligible  residue). 

The  analytical  method  proposed  in  the 
petition  for  determining  residues  of  the 
fungicide  is  that  of  H.  L.  Pease  and  R.  F. 
Holt,  “Joiumal  of  the  Association  of  OflB- 
cial  Analytical  Chemists,"  vol.  54, 
pp.  1399-1402  (1971). 

Dated:  March  10,  1972. 

William  M.  Upholt, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator, 
for  Pesticides  Programs. 

(PR  Doc.72-3998  Filed  3-15-72:8:52  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Report  587] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION  ^ 

Domestic,  Public  Radio  Services 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing  ^ 
March  13,  1972. 

Pursuant  to  §§  1.227(b)  (3)  and  21.30 
(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an  appli- 

lAll  applications  listed  below  are  subject 
to  further  consideration  and  review  and  may 
be  returned  and/or  dismissed  if  not  found 
to  be  in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules,  regulations  and  other  requirements. 

*The  above-alternative  cutoff  rules  apply 
to  those  applications  listed  below  as  having 
been  accepted  in  Domestic  Public  Land 
MobUe  Radio,  Rural  Radio,  Point-to-Point 
Microwave  Radio,  and  Local  Television  Trans¬ 
mission  Services  (Part  21  of  the  rules). 


cation,  in  order  to  be  considered  with 
any  domestic  public  radio  services  appli¬ 
cation  appealing  on  the  list  below,  must 
be  substantially  complete  and  tendered 
for  filing  by  whichever  date  is  earlier: 
(a)  The  close  of  business  1  business  day 
preceding  the  day  on  which  the  Com¬ 
mission  takes  action  on  the  previously 
filed  application;  or  (b)  within  60  days 
after  the  date  of  the  public  notice  listing 
the  first  prior  filed  application  (with 
which  subsequent  applications  are  in 
conflict)  as  having  been  accepted  for  fil¬ 
ing.  An  application  which  is  subsequently 
amended  by  a  major  change  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  a  newly  filed  application. 
It  is  to  be  noted  that  the  cutoff  dates  are 
set  forth  in  the  alternative — applications 
will  be  entitled  to  consideration  with 
those  listed  below  if  filed  by  the  end  of 
the  60-day  period,  only  if  the  Commis¬ 


sion  has  not  acted  upon  the  application 
by  that  time  pursuant  to  the  first  alter¬ 
native  earlier  date.  The  mutual  exclu¬ 
sivity  rights  of  a  new  application  are 
governed  by  the  earliest  action  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  one  of  the  earlier  filed 
conflicting  applications. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  concerning  any  domes¬ 
tic  public  radio  services  application 
accepted  for  filing,  is  directed  to  §  21.27 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  for  provisions 
governing  the  time  for  filing  and  other 
requirements  relating  to  such  pleadings. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 


Appendix 

Applications  Accepted  for  Piling 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  LAND  MOBILE  RADIO  SERVICE 

6829-C2-P-72 — Southern  Bell  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Co.  (KI0286),  replace  transmitter 
operating  on  152.63  MHz  and  change  the  antenna  system  located  at  787  Cherry  Street, 
Macon,  OA. 

5830- C2-AL-72 — Rawlins  &  Kinkade,  Inc.  Consent  to  assignment  of  license  from  Rawlins  & 
Kinlcade,  Inc.,  Assignor,  to  Radiofone  Corp.  of  New  Jersey,  Assignee  Station:  KGAgOO 
Wilmington,  Del. 

5831- C2-P-(3)72 — Airsignal  International,  Inc.  (KOA796),  for  additional  transmitters  to 
operate  on  35.580  MHz  at  the  following  locations.  Location  No.  1 :  4646  Southwest  Council 
Crest  Drive,  Portland,  Oreg.,  location  No.  2:  northwest  corner  of  Washington  Street  and 
Sixth  Avenue,  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  location  No.  3:  Rocky  Butte  Circle  Road,  Portland, 
Oreg. 

5855-C:2-P-72 — ^The  Ohio  Bell  Telephone  Co.  (KQD314),  change  the  antenna  elevation  at 
location  No.  1:  106  West  Rayen  Avenue,  Youngstown,  Ohio,  operating  on  frequency  35.50 
MHz. 

6937-C2-P-72 — Parker  Electronics  (New) ,  for  a  new  two-way  station  to  be  located  near  U.S. 

Route  No.  17  and  Samplt  River,  G^rgetown,  S.C.,  to  operate  on  152.180  MHz. 

5958-C2-P-72 — ^Parker  Electronics  (New),  for  a  new  one-way  station  to  be  located  at  the 
above  site  to  operate  on  158.70  MHz. 

5939-C2-P-72 — Radio  Telephone  Service  (KQZ753),  change  the  antenna  system  and  relo¬ 
cate  facilities  operating  on'  152.18  MHz  to  0.5-mile  northeast  of  Rays  Branch,  Ky. 
6940-C2-P-72 — ^E.  H.  Cannon  (KRH671),  for  additional  facilities  to  operate  on  454.325  MHz 
located  on  Highway  No.  140, 1  mile  east  of  Pearsall,  Tex. 

5946-C2-P-72 — Answering  Service  of  Trenton,  Inc.  (KED352) ,  replace  transmitter  operating 
on  35.58  MHz  located  at  143  East  State  Street,  Trenton,  NJ. 

5954- C2-P-72 — Professional  (Communications,  Inc.  (KGR780),  for  additional  facilities  to 
operate  on  158.70  MHz  at  a  new  site  described  as  location  No.  2:  WSEE(TV)  Tower, 
5  miles  south  of  Erie,  Pa. 

5955- C2-P-72 — Telephone  Answering  Bureau,  Inc.  (KLF487),  change  antenna  system  and 
replace  transmitter  operating  on  152.15  MHz  base,  at  station  located  at  Mary  Fletcher 
Hospital,  Colchester  Avenue,  Burlington,  Vt. 

5956- C2-P-72 — ^Lalle  Hampton,  doing  business  as  Radio  Call  Co.  (KFJ902),  for  additional 
facilities  to  operate  on  base  frequency  152.03  MHz  at  a  new  site  described  as  location  No.  2: 
124  Dahlia  Street,  Kingsport,  IN. 

5957- C2-P-72 — ^Lalle  Hampton,  doing  business  as  Radio  Call  Co.  (New) ,  for  a  new  one-way 
station.  Frequency:  158.70  MHz,  location:  124'Dahlia  Street,  Kingsport,  TN. 

Major  Amendment 

1334-C2-P-(5)-72— Indiana  Bell  Telephone  Co.  (KSD326),  amended  to  read:  Location 
No.  4,  2  miles  south  of  Greenfield,  Ind.  All  other  particulars  remain  the  same  as  reported 
on  public  notice  dated  September  20, 1971,  Report  No.  562. 

POINT-TO-POINT  MICROWAVE  RADIO  SERVICE  (TELEPHONE  CARRIERS) 

Informative:  Applicant,  MCI  St.  Louis — ^Texas,  Inc.,  is  proposing  10  new  point-to-point 
microwave  sites  for  specialized  common  carrier  service  in  the  State  of  Kansas.  These  appli¬ 
cations  are  in  compliance  with  the  new  engineering  standards  set  forth  in  the  Commission’s 
first  report  and  order  in  Docket  No.  18920,  effective  July  15,  1971,  and  Informative  Guidelines 
published  regarding  frequency  coordination  report  No.  562  FCC  Common  Carrier  Services 
Information  released  September  20, 1971. 

6818-C1-P-72 — MCI  St.  Louls-Texas,  Inc.  (New),  a  new  station  1  mile  north-northwest  of 
Sycamore,  Kans.,  at  latitude  37‘’20'12”  N.,  longitude  96*43'24"  W.  Frequency  6974.8V 
MHz  on  azimuth  132*4'.  Frequency  5945.2V  MHz  on  azimuth  3*62'.  Frequency  6123. IH 
MHz  on  azimuth  294*34'. 

5819-C1-P-72 — MCI  St.  Louis-Texas,  Inc.  (New),  a  new  station  3  miles  east  of  Benedict, 
Kans.,  at  latitude  37*37'62"  N.,  longitude  95*41'64''  W.  Frequency  6226.9V  MHz  on 
azimuth  183*63'.  Frequency  6197.2H  MHz  on  azimuth  338*7'. 


FEDERAL  REGtSTn,  VC"  Z7,  NO.  52 — THURSDAY,  MARCH  16,  1972 


NOTICES 


^  «  s 

O  W 

V  h  e 

'^jiS  «»'  s 

SSa  ag 


: 

<  "  s 
•  5  «  *  ' 

»  7  3  S  f ' 

)  I  *j  3  m 

'MS  C  'C  ' 

J'T  «!”' 

i^-S  I  S‘ 
!  »  5  o  2  : 


■  «  a  «?  „  s  ,<  s  • 

'  .fo;  §3^3 '"2 

1  K  O  «  s  >  g-s  ag, 

gWM-oSfil^gS* 

r  8  o  j5  o  M  g>g  fefa 

'CS’iw'S  S*P«iT3 
i§CM2SSi£^«c 

'  ;A  g.®  g  ^  ^  ^  O 

d>  ^  w  P«  .  M  ^ 

•5.25  g|S  S§  s  N 

'2^2°:Hg|w|| 

;  V  s  SC'S  -  2  S*S  o-Z 

iSjqjfiW-sSjSguB 

-2dJ«jg3e,'g-M 

Kip'  >S?t^Ssv 

;  d.  5  ^  cl.  H  cu  ®  (i  9 

:  >  5  ?  2  5  5  5  S  S5 

lls|iSpl2l, 

1/3  lO  U3  iC 


4  «5  3 

§  ”  s  • 

-S2  S 

5  2  o-S 

nu 

^  3  2  ^ 

2  o 
l^8S 
isSa 


M  0.'  «  M 

I  I  * 

t)  N  S  ^ 


O  o  r  Q 

dti  9^ 

X  o>  *3  «  « 
«  ^  g  6m0 
^  ©  O  52  o 

5  ^  (3  m 

6  3  ®  2  « 

to  12  ©  ^ 

S5  Mg'ia 

^2|:s 

|z’®  -S 

issfl 

Vv^4 

J,  lO  ^  2  Q 

7”2^2 

ft.  ©  ^  to  * 

I  ^  Sr  ^  T? 

J.  5  S  S  S 

o  12  ® 

1 5  “  «» *2 

O  «  o  ^ 

^  M  ^  w 


r  o 
d  S5  •** 

2 

g-N  -a 

■St-2 

Kf? 

o  ® 

C  T*.  f 

V  ®  £ 
|1  2 

iS  2  3  .' 
2  cs  o  lo 

s s  r 

I  -Is 

B  Ot  ? 

^5  g,l 
92  Is 
I  35  3 

CD  Q  ©  o 

00 

lO 


*0  c 

*2  5  §  u 

G  2  i3  JS 
©  ^  JJ  « 

life’s 

^235 

2  -S3 
iJ  tJ  *  3 

3  5  3  2 

2  § 

g  .-^  d 
° 

t<  12  2  *3 

s  0.6  ■§ 

^|l 

w  >»  g*  o 

r-  to  2*^ 

0aS 

^  ®  ®  -a 
•-' «  3  ® 
92^2 

M  iri  S  «» 

tf>  li.  C.  > 


cti  ” 

§  IS  M 
S  ;  fl 


to  *0 
^  G 

>» 

3  •* 

m  S 

.Li  > 

X  10 

*^'  2. 
to  5^ 

©  CO 

TO 

to  to 

^  v3 

^  c 

-M  0 

2  0 

2> 

to  © 

© 

“  0 

to  0 

Si  *' 

B  C 

s  § 

"S' 

sa 
M  S 

0  2 

pH  ^ 

Vt 

^  a 

S”?"  & 

«  ^  to  u 
^  3  ®  ®  j 

g  N  3  •8 


I  -  S,  2  o 
I  r  2  «  2 

'  S«S  I  I 

'Sls'V 

I3  a  3p' 

I  3  3  3  4<  < 
0.  O  O  M 


'  ?  o  ^  z  g  h  I 

I  «  o' 9  .  ^  Q  ! 
I  •d  ®  •^  »  *5  iJ  ‘ 

I  ^  W  ^  { 

'  S  -•  ®  C  ®  m 

.  es  O  ._.  ®  ^ ' 
I  "  r  O  S  3  O 

!  «  (N  §  3  ®  S 
'  3  M  7  3  3  I 

-N  I  5  O'  I  : 

I  2  x:  w  3  £  2  I 

1,^  gfc  -  .'fci 


;P59fJ  I 

!4od4|, 

Ivl-lfli 

lgci2|^S 

e>  00 


S  >■  .8  8  s 

®  01  'i  ®  0 

3  M  TJ<  c  3  -• 
O  a-  M  O  ®  ” 
.3  2  ®  r;  3  > 
D.  2  ®  Cu  O'  O 

2  2  M  ®  JJ  3 
53  3  5  "S  V.  o 

^  5  5  ^  -o  s 

3  ®  3  -O 

g  4  §  g  -  ^ 
fc  ^.  >  fc  2  ^ 
E  S  ”  S  „  •  2 

<  3  s 

I  |S  I 

MV  .  M  .  r; 
*7|«‘72^ 

.  ^  r  §  ft*  **  M 


iiS  £ 
fcj  -J 
^  £  ■s 
•  .a  2  i- 
t3  ^  3  oS 

S®  3  s 
g  “O 

(i  g  3  -M 


C^-  a 

•o  2  L. 

^  M  S 

^  E  o>  ►> 
2  <  ”  2 
N  I  £ 
a  «  2  2 

a  t-  3  r; 

2  I  ® 

a  “V  ®  a" 

00  pH  iJ  (O 

^  O  .  eo 
o  I  *0  O) 

^  CO  iS  o 
CD  ^  ^  CD 


5522 


NOTICES 


.  ?<  2  o  s  ^ 

>  n  1.  -  ?  ^ 

>  «  S  5  -  TJ 

.  «  2 
«  K  ®  ** 
^  ®  +>  Sf  13  r 
•03*30 

!  g>  8  <«  g  c 

O  C  «)  Q« 

*  5  °  o  85  g 

•  *  R  O,**  M 

I  •  .  S>  a  ^ 

!  :£  c  o>  ?*  S 
L”  2  H  2  i 
!? 

IfSglS 

issa?| 


'  «•  S  7  o  ® 

'i>s  ■§ 

•  ^  00  t-  ^5 

•  _ii  I  5  ®® 

'  2S‘VS> 

»  3.0 


.M  f-i  M 

P.00  ^ 

c8  2! 

Ml  CO 

.2  3^ 

a>  4-> 

2Hli« 

a  <«  g  ® 

«  ®  ~  r 

•C  gJU 
^  fi  ro 

S  "I  « 

s^e:1 

c  —  3 

r  CQ  CO  ® 
o  o 
n  g  Q  -o 
3  «  5  g 

ft  Q  S  g 

of  .  Nl 
2c!iPw< 
S  7  »  S 
^  ft  -  w  ' 

q  I  fl  a 

+»  •-  eo 

i^fi 

2  e  O  cfi  . 


I  -C  .  ^  < 

i'^o  So; 
I  -O  05  “ 

I  ts  .  fc.  ® 

i  Is  s«' 

i  2  &<  S 

Ng  I 

'a 

'S2V--' 

• .  ft 

i 

:Sg92*^ 

!  o  o  c6  s  ; 


«  i  •g 

®  ^  I  ! 

g  ®  o  ' 

x:2o. 

■o  ' 

®  S’  8  ; 
ft  3  ^  ( 
^  O  5  ‘ 
C  .-S  1 
cO  »,*  tQ  ( 

J  5  I 

s  «  ^  : 

^  S  r*  a  I 

;z;  I  jp  JO 

«f2§gs 

I4«  b‘ 

b  J.  3  . 

«5S4' 


®  ”  s  . 
o-S^r 


^"111 
w  J3  ^  ® 
S  t  2  fc 

<«  '*’  2  2 

■4^  *  P«  ^ 

“  -2  (B  o 
f-  r  00  5 

g  &  3  > 

®  fe  2  > 

•ti  Ul  iC  ■o 

S  e  o  C 

if  ftS  I 

:  I  oQ  o  2 

BN 

1,  I  «  «  a 

I  Jl  ■«  u  8 

!  i  ig  =  2 

!SI§2 

>  ^  P  ^  CD 


*  o>  .  w  y 

>  S  S  ^  ^  5 

2  .  2  M 

O  ®  ®  S  3 

s  -a  g  ?  »5 

O  ^  to  ^  ^  o 

•«d  •  ^  A  ^ 

M  ^  *0  0)  o 

®  *  ft  3  »  « 

gf’o  3  e«„ 

s?ft°8? 

".“®f  ll 

.^0)  fc«  1.  ®  ^  . 

&  -O  c  5!  ^  ; 

izsiJ  a«ra 

p  ft  CO  3 


I!!!: 


5  §S§ 


'  3  S  "P 

I  S  O  .  H 

o,®  g  o 

1  s« ^  g 

<  S  S  u 
'  .  P  8*  5 


Sgnp 

•3  c«"  p!i  I 

ssb2, 

S||9 

8n  bS 


L2  u  ki 

13  .2 

'  ii  ®  o  . 

I  S  >•  ®  ft 

I  ij  i:  ®  . 

I  ”  O  fci  i 

[  ft  0)  ®  M 

;§s|s 

1 3  “H  “"i 

a  i  *  ® 

I  Q  >  S 

,  a>^  r2 
I H  N  a  a 
,  ftS  «?  S 


u  ■S  "  6  a 
®  ^  ft  ■3  ®  “ 

2  ■S  HI  > 

2  o  'O  ■a  c  ® 

ft  ft  3  ®  3  3 

®  g  ^  ”  I  rt 
£  ■§  2  ft  3 

“  cO  22  O  O  I 

o  -O  S  ft  I  o  j 

>isiHo: 

I IbU  IS 
«  *3  2  “  N  O  ' 

7  M  «  S  7 

M4  «  *0  ^ 

X  g  o  ®  J.  % 

1?  . « s5 b 


g  (i  ^  Jo  I 

SJ.SS 

ft  $  ci  S ' 


c  •  c 

p  ^  p 

S  00  S 

®  a 

';,.■«  •§  “ 

?  &2ft  ^ 
>«  2  •ft  “5  S 
CO  a  5pio  a 
N  3  • 

^  ®  p  s  <* 

SX  KO 

?  ®  d 

2  :  -  eo 

S  o  r>  3  o 
Ss^S  S»5 

.  ®  S  - 

ot  ^-a  °  ^ 

CO  ^  'S  CO  ^ 

•o'T-S'T 

3  o  *5  to  o 
®  3  <*  _  d 

•-I  .  ^  M 

^  ®  • 
o  s  *  s 
•  s  ®  *  s 

t*  o  o  o 

lO  j3  In  ^ 
r!  S?  <S 

5  2  g  N  2 

3  3  g  ^  d 

S  d  i  d 

N  3  ^  3  B 

s  B  °  BB 
g8|  So 

►>  o  2  3  o 
g  S  2  o  S 

S  2  2  !>  2 

N  2  8  5  2 

e.  53  I  ■  33 

g< 


T  coo>i  2  -»i  wo0| 

S  i§S  ®22  «S2 

4)  «  "  C  4)  ® 

M.-.T'M'S  ®ftS7!ft 

23B9S3oSgo 

2  “  ®  S  „  ®  2  s  2 

<  I  ^  §.  I  I  ^  &  I 

eoCi^e^  co^ojeo 
j  2  e  j  ?  i,  I  ^  fe  I 

‘V  ^  ft ‘V  s  s ‘V I  ft  “V 

2  w22  wSBE 


.'  3ft 

2  ib 


g’g  =  ® 

So  »*? 

:  ^Sa 

^  I2  d  • 

p  5  o  o : 

o  B  ^  .< 

«  8  a  2  ' 

to  r^ . 

2  3  .CO : 

®  o  -~*o 

3  !l  * 

53  S  2  «  ■ 

flS  ^ 

^  ^  W  M) 

-S 

-Sgl 

C  rf  2  * 

to  «*  3  : 

*^58-1 

®  ?  15 
S  3  rj  ' 
"g®  3^ 

rt  jd  P  . 

”  3  a  ft  1 
0  I  as 

s  8  u  s  ' 

s  32*^: 

l>  §  ° 

8  «  53  ■« 

S  g  p  ^ 

*  5  M 

tt,  m  N  ® 

®  2  i_i  S 

l3§6 

tj  o*  •  w 
t*  «  c« 

tj  >  7  TJ 

1  .is 

rt  ft  I  ® 
10  2  2«  w  I 


^  t-  s  s 

^  CO  2  ca 

r"  •  13  a 


2  2  “  s 


=*SI§ 

:“§  a  ® 

■  gfts^ 

•VO  ^  CO 

CO  •a  ^  oi 

®  a  g  o 
'■0*0  . 
'^SS^ 

!  S  d 

^  .S  CO  .ID 

^  o  ^ 

®  2  O  b> 

:  «  o 

1  2  2  S  e. 

|o  g^s  . 
i  Sgl'^gl 

I  o^  ®  P  ^ 

1  c  ei  ^  2  ^ 
1  r  3  to  ® 
I  >  •d  2  3  3 
,  V.  •§  «  2  o 
1  O  3  O 

i  CO  •—  ®  a  H 
1  S  g  ^  ^ 

1  a  3  b  w  2 
^  o  o  ?■  •-• 

§  w'^S-g 
,  «>  “5  S  5 
il®  Stfe 

I  ft  •o  ► 

«  '^  I  3  2 

®2?2sJ? 

ISi.3^ 

1  S  J.  £  c!) 

2  rv  3g 

SEa^a 


o  CD  a 

Q  W  ^ 

^ 

.c  lO  J3  e« 
ao  is  ^ 
ea  «  3  • 

fe®  gS 

4)  0>  .P  CO 

S3S5 

•  a  2ft  § 

3  §  a  §) 
2  ^  S  5 
I  i  ^  a 

Ti?! 

^3sl 

■Vpa? 


I  g  ^3  • 
_•  e.  +j  » 

i 

'  s  g  a  N 

I  5<®  *  ^ 

^  V  C  •^d 

'  .  ft's  o  P 
iglIftS 

iS  tH  g.H  S 
I  ®  .«  2  d  3 
'  •a  .  sp  o 

•3  d  1  “’ 

'I  2:  3^ 
r  a  ft'::  B  - 
I  a  43  «  ^  fe 

I  °  ^  ”  s  a 

^  S  d  ^  S®  i* 

;  -  SSqS 

!M=ii 

isiaSs 
i  S  «  -•  S  S 
i|  7  aSa 

I  *N  O  CD  00 

iillii 


MICROWAVE  RADIO  SERVICE  (TELEPHONE  CARRIERS) — Continued  ,  POINT-TO-POINT 


NOTICES 


5523 


1 

i  fl  *  oS  ® 

'■a®  5': 

>  r*  ^  C  O 

t  K  O)  CO 

S  0)  CO  o  . 

*  >  o 

CL 

i  2  o  O  S 
!  fl  55  ® 

i  2  o  TJ 
!  ,C  •>  (3  2 
a 

i^5£c 

*  8 

•  c  tS 

^o|i 

s  ■o  as 

rt  fl  Si  rt 
I  O  08  H  IH 


Ss-o.  § 

2  iJ  3  -•  2 

*>  a>  -  *» 

C4  Q  ^  ®  «S  ' 
O  ”  ^  CO  o 

I  g  ^  ; 

IflSts' 

S£s|a! 

O  C  o  s  o 

S  -2  s  SPS 

£2  *5  0)  M  C 

S  3  2  0  s 

C  >  ?  -*3  I 

1=  Jb1= 

5  “O  C  3 
S  55  «  S  S 
M  ^  t,  w  I 

O  tS  •  «  U  - 

1  A  ■•^1 

Oi  A  •‘3  2  cu 
-!.*  30-^  = 

5«  a  «  V 

to  tH  ot  n  lO  ( 


••  d  fi  >* 

§  o  Ob 

?  ^  S  b 

§  «■  g  r 

3  g  3;  t- 
d  »  S  ” 
:§  •o  8  ■§ 

l§|2 

*«  I- 
Ills 

s'“§s 

3  8  <  "3 

E§rl 

55  o 

'TsSg 
d  <u5 
'  ”  ®  2  N 

a  "S  a  r 

2°  Is 

*5 

S  5  O 

2  ^  o 

2  t>^>  3 

a5S  s 
a  gg| 

O  V  CO 

Jt;  d 
,,  O  «  O 


d  o 

d  o^> 


d  o  ^  ^ 

<■3  ^  00  lO 

<  8  ■«;  Jr 
T  c*  £2 
JL  —  Oi  ^ 

5  3  S 


£  TJ  ■o  ® 

♦;  d  •a  2 

3  «  <  a 

|>.-2 

dl^i 

asil 


.  CO  «  ^  CO 

'®l  Ss 

'  flS  o*  ^ 

I  ^  g  -M 

'  « -  2;  o 

'  0)  T  o 

'  *3  ^  ^ 

;  d  1.  33 


“  -o  S  .•  ^ 
OJ  d  S  L.  J 
«  d  d  a  PLi 
S  .  *  r*  I  : 
d  to  00  c-  r? 
”  CO  00  O 


5  ^  ^ 

d  tf  ei  -H 

I  «  .  .  ^ 

m  eo  00  • 

“?  'C  ^  ^- 
CO  CO  CO  c- 


“3  S  2  is  b  *o  S 

f  8  t  gS®?* 

•fl  •  CL  0)  X3  ^  ^ 

♦*  1*.  T  2  ^  S 

Ib5"s|| 

N  §  4*  ^  "3  N  o 

es  CO  CO  IQ  08  flS 


i  W  g  ,  .  ' 

<M  «  O  9  I 

O  CO  P  J 

5j:sS  ■ 

2  «  fl  ®  ' 
®  ' 

15  a?  I 
1  i  s  ^  i 
^^l§ll 


'  o  v*  ^ 

d  *  '■^33 
®  S  ^ 

I  3  2  -g  ui 
‘O’  C  C' 

!  ®  ^  C8  CO 
;  U  £  CO 

!  4»  2  S  "O 

id^Sg  . 
iS's-  b 
!  p  o  g 

•55  T3  O  ? 

*  .  >  fl  ® 

'  4>  lO  OS  d  t* 

f  3  w  ^  3  OJ 

iairll 

?!  o  S  -S) 
C  Tl  m  ®  2* 
S  ^  G 

I  S  “*  5  o  5 

!  ®*  a^l 

f  sglss 

i  «  g  M  r 
•d  ^  d  ®  ® 

'  g  18  O  ®  ^ 

1  S  §  >  §  3 

CO  O  fl  ^ 

,  8  •  to  £  S 

3  S  »  d 

'  to  eo  -H  i3  2 


d  -b  eo  ® 
d  3  3  * 

a  s  a  « 

1  n'S  3 

2  d  d  33 

“  d  d  M 

to  o  o  d 
'^  >  33  S 
o  to  N  .* 
Z  to  d* 

«.  vt  CO  s 
®  eo  o  ?* 
2  to  o  lo 

“2  8?' 

^  d  £  to 

>  d  o  CO 

«  >  g  « 

Z  5  3  -o 
-to  (3*2 

y  CO  ®  2 

C  g  *-•  d 

s||5 

a  d ..  s 
S  2.«  " 
S  £  2  d 

c  +5  d  A 

§•£  3S 

a.' 

2  •■S2 
5  o  d  r 

d  Z  d  ” 

15.0c, 

<  S>  33 

•  O  CO  +» 

sii-i  2 

s  og  a 

„  ^  to  N 
O  8  T)  <* 

S  ^  S  9 

I  43  d  O 

<i  C  >  > 

t*  O  10  CO 
J  d  CD  10 

7  «  S  2! 

I  2  CO  o> 

d  CO  lA 

Si?? 


|s|^i 

®  O  S  c 

»2  -  St 

5  a  «  ^3  . 
«5  S?  I 
^  .  ®  ?  ‘ 

(L  Z  jQ  < 

t-  S  8® 

•  o  ^  M  K 
^  I©  ,  CO  r 

•  00  CO 

sss^ 

Of  ®  .a  ^ 

MBS® 

w  3  s  z 

2  d  ^ 

•  ^  S  ,  0 

6  d  g  ft , 

o  2  “  K  i 

w  .  d  8 1 
§z  °  21 

liif! 

S  M  ' 

“  2  >«n  5 

Isis? 

2  d*  ^  O  S 
5  0)  t-i  S  ? 
d  -a  d  c 
a  3B  So 

Isgg 

o  d  s  i  1 

O  2  «.  o  3 

Li  O  tH  M  < 

4)  4)  ** 

I  g^'ot 

eo  ^3  2  w  i 

ir  2  I*  C 

I  O  I 

ft  u  8  ft  J 

5ll?! 


O  g  2  §  ! 

■M-  .p2j 
8  to  2  ^  «  ' 
®  r  X!  g  , 

S  ®  o  2  5  1 
■C  ?  s  ^  1 
S  eo  2  5  2 

T  *  3  to  J 

fi  “S 

“ll^oi 

=  |"-3|  ' 

s°^  ag^ 

^iz;  I  “-si 

^00  ^26 
&;p 

S  CD  S  >  O  J 

•  O  2  «  X 

>  3l"2^. 

> i-«  og( 

I^okbz- 

:  S  S  8  O  i 
3  o  5  ^  w  - 

1  5  «  -H  O  -o  ( 
3  d  >  S*  d 
>25-22; 
J  ri  d  W  a  «  ; 

2  3  ID  >  J 

S"S«3^ 

-iasS"- 

J  o  3  o  ' 

J  J;  O  to  <  H  I 

>  ^  o  00  -  ‘  Ct.  ' 

loss's:"' 

)  I  O  •Am 

?  d  0^  1 

*  1  d  o  TJ  ' 

i  3 

IVisrs^i 

lsl£  sBe 


>a  ilJ  *0* 

c  *  00 
C  ^  CO 

I  55 

S  '‘f  3 

I 

^  Is 


Lgf 
2  «  ® 
y  3  O 

s  d  a  5 

d  O  „  3 

^  d  a  a 
-psts 
ScS- 
sa*^  ° 
IpK 

dS 
3  ®  s  ►> 
5£2« 

3  H  M  ^ 

?  I  28 

Sp  Oto 
5  J  S  -o 

5  ‘V  - 

S  2  o  ® 

is*  2  fe 

I  s  I  ^ 


.  <3  4>  2  . 

®  i  ’i  o 

*>  7  Z  >  *' 

So  -2  " 
Rs  la  9 


V  ^ 

£  9 

7z  ° 

p  =  i 
i?®s 

lO  V  ®  Q 

to  O  to  33 


«  3  S 
a  d  to  g 
CO  to  9 

4J  to  d 
J;  e  e,  d 

a  3  ®  is 

Ss  8  ® 

Cog 
d  B  C  2 
d  0}  ^ 

2  3  2. 


2«  gS 

-;Saft 

g  a  ^  'E 

O  2  3  2 

«  ^  2  I 

d  5  -M 

.  °  S. 
8iSI8 

feS  |x: 

2  ®  S  t? 

®  2  2 

H®  5  a 

d  O*  B  d 
Ode 
d  a  «»  d 
pad® 

®  K  _ 
£i=  S  d 

isSis 

slssl 

At  CO  d  ..d 

I  d  d  „  d 
f^2  Sk  ^ 
(L%ZS  ft 
J,  ®  a  c  3 

VaBSS* 


«  s  S3  »  f* 

s  rES” 
Z-  ^Sgft 

-  2d  3’’: 

i  aill 
^  li^i 
^  i“a2 

ti  a  B  « 
5  -SS§ 
8 

X>  #;  o  A*  d 

O  ^  4>  d 

«  s&°E 

sails 

3  0  d  d  a 

°  issi 

1  il5® 


S  §  a  d 

*2  IS  o 

d  a  r 
3  d  w  O 

2  x3  a  o 

f  Hgo 


5524 


NOTICES 


I  to  fl  S  * 

fU  S  rt  «  « 

p  6  p  s  g 

w  '  j  00  m  o 

r*  C4  CO  lo  00 


NOTICES 


5525 


ANNUAL  FINANCIAL  REPORT  OF  NET¬ 
WORKS  AND  LICENSEES  OF 
BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Extension  of  Date  for  Filing 

March  8,  1972. 

PCC  Form  324  (Annual  Financial  Re¬ 
port  of  Networks  and  Licensees  of  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations)  is  not  expected  to  be 
mailed  to  licensees  before  March  13, 1972. 
The  date  for  filing  the  reports  with  the 
Commission  is  therefore  l^ing  extended 
from  April  1  to  April  17.  The  1971  report 
form  will  be  the  same  as  that  used  for 
the  1970  report. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

(seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-4015  FUed  3-l&-72;8:6S  am| 


(FCC  72-223] 

STATION  WSPD-TV 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order  Re¬ 
garding  “Prime  Time"  Rule  Waiver 

In  the  matter  of  request  for  waiver  of 
the  “prime  time  access  rule”  (§  73.658 
(k) )  filed  on  behalf  of  Station  WSPD- 
TV,  Toledo,  Ohio. 

1.  The  Commission  here  considers  a 
request  for  “one  time”  waiver  of  the 
“prime  time  access  rule”  (§  73.658(k)) 
filed  on  March  7,  1972,  by  Storer  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  on  behalf  of  its  Station 
WSPD-TV,  Toledo,  Ohio.  The  request  is 
for  Thursday,  March  16,  to  permit  the 
station  to  carry  3‘/2  hours  of  NBC  net¬ 
work  programs  during  prime  time  on 
that  evening,  the  regular  Thursday  3 
hours  plus  the  hidf-hour  children’s  spe¬ 
cial  program  “Winnie  the  Pooh”,  at  7:30. 
The  latter  program  is  scheduled  on  the 
network  the  previous  Tuesday,  but 
WSPD-TV  cannot  carry  it  then  because 
it  is  presenting  a  special  series  of  3  hours 
of  Billy  Graham  religious  material  on 
Monday,  Tuesday,  and  Wednesday  of 
that  week.  Storer  states  that  it  wishes 
to  present  both  of  these  programs,  and 
that  “Winnie  the  Pooh”  should  not  be 
presented  at  a  late  evening  hour  because 
it  is  designed  for  a  children’s  audience, 
and  the  advertiser  does  not  wish  it  de¬ 
layed  after  Thursday.  It  is  also  pointed 
out  that  Storer  has  not  hitherto  been 
granted  any  prime-time  access  rule 
waivers,  for  any  of  its  stations,  and 
that — with  the  preemption  early  in  the 
week  for  Billy  Graham — even  with  the 
waiver  WSPD-TV  will  be  well  under  the 
21  hours  of  network  prime  time  material 
which  is  permitted  over  a  7-day  period 
(3  hours  per  night) . 

2.  Under  all  of  the  circumstances — in¬ 
cluding  the  fact  that  this  is  a  “(xie-time” 
matter,  the  special  character  of  the  pro¬ 
graming  involved,  and  the  fact  that 
even  with  the  waiver  the  station  will  be 
imder  the  21 -hour  figure — the  Commis¬ 
sion  believes  that  waiver  in  this  case  is 
warranted. 

3.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is 
ordered.  That  Station  WSPD-TV,  Toledo, 
Ohio,  may  pres«it  up  to  3^  hours  of 


NBC  programs  during  prime  time  on  the 
evening  of  Thursday,  March  16,  1972, 
only. 

Adopted:  March  8,  1972. 

Released:  March  13,  1972. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,^ 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.72-4016  Filed  3-16-72:8:55  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

BOARD  OF  HARBOR  COMMISSION¬ 
ERS,  CITY  OF  MILWAUKEE,  AND 

STEARNS  MILWAUKEE  MARINE 

TERMINAL,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C,  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  on  such 
agreements,  including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20573,  within  20  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide 
a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a 
violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances  said 
to  constitute  such  violation  or  detriment 
to  commerce, 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

Mr.  J.  A.  Seefeldt,  Municipal  Port  Director, 

City  of  Milwaukee,  City  Hall,  Room  606, 

Milwaukee.  WI  53202. 

Agreement  No.  T-2597,  between  the 
Board  of  Harbor  Commissioners,  City 
of  Milwaukee  (City)  and  Steams  Mil¬ 
waukee  Marine  Terminal,  Inc,  (Stearns) , 
provides  for  the  2-year  lease  (with  re¬ 
newal  option)  to  Steams  of  3.623  acres 
for  use  as  a  back-up  marine  storage  area 
for  the  accommodation  of  general  water¬ 
borne  commerce.  As  compensation,  the 
C:?ity  is  to  receive  $15,000  annually  for  the 

^  Clommlssloner  Bartley  dissenting;  Com¬ 
missioners  Johnson  and  H.  Rex  Lee  absent. 


use  of  the  premises.  As  a  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  rental.  Steams  is 
granted  the  right  to  construct,  at  its  own 
expense,  a  stmcture  to  be  used  as  a  back¬ 
up  marine  storage  facility  in  conjunction 
wiNi  the  operations  at  General  Terminal 
No.  1  and  the  north  side  of  South  Pier 
No.  1,  The  City  may  terminate  the^ease 
if  Steams  fails  to  meet  certain  criteria 
of  rates  and  service  as  set  forth  in  the 
agreement. 

Dated:  March  10,  1972. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc  72-1031  Filed  3-15-72:8:53  am] 


CENTRAL  GULF  STEAMSHIP  CORP. 
AND  GENERAL  MARITIME  CORP. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  ofBce  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  on  such 
agreements,  including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20573,  within  20  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  proposed  agreement  shall  pro¬ 
vide  a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  ad¬ 
duce  evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  statement  describing  the 
discrimination  or  unfairness  with  par¬ 
ticularity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or 
detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  is  alleged,  the  statement  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  acts  and 
circumstances  said  to  constitute  such 
violation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by; 

Mr.  Harold  S.  Qrehan,  Jr.,  Senior  Vice  Presi¬ 
dent,  Central  Gulf  Steamship  Corp.,  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Mart,  No.  2  Canal  Street, 
New  Orleans,  LA  70130. 

Agreement  No.  9620-4,  between  Central 
Gulf  Steamship  Corp.  and  General  Mari¬ 
time  Corp.,  modifies  the  basic  agreement 
by  (1)  extending  the  termination  date 
thereof  in  Article  7  from  April  21,  1972 
to  October  21,  1973,  and  (2)  incorporat¬ 
ing  all  previous  modifications  of  the  basic 
agreement,  superseding  and  canceling 
Agreement  No.  9620,  as  amended. 
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The  basic  agreement  is  a  cooperative 
working  arrangement  and  rate  agree¬ 
ment  in  the  trade  between  the  Great 
Lakes,  Atlantic,  Gulf,  and  West  Coast 
ports  of  the  United  States,  and  ports  in 
the  Mediterranean,  Red  Sea,  Persian 
Gulf.  India,  Pakistan,  Ceylon,  Burma, 
Australia,  New  2^aland,  and  the  Far  East 
inclucling  ports  in  Malaysia,  Singapore, 
Indonesia,  Borneo,  Sarawak,  Thailand, 
Cambodia,  South  Vietnam,  Philippines, 
Hong  Kong,  Formosa,  Okinawa,  Guam, 
Japan,  and  Korea.  It  permits  the  parties 
to: 

•  *  •  discuss  and  agree  on  the  fixing  and 
collecting  of  ocean  freight  rates,  booking  and 
solicitation  of  cargo,  interchanging  contain¬ 
ers,  spacing  sailings,  settling  claims,  appoint¬ 
ing  service  agents,  husbanding  of  vessels  and 
related  terminal  activities,  and  the  extent  to 
which  one  party  may  act  as  agent  for  the 
other  party  in  the  fixing  of  rates  which  may 
be  but  need  not  be  the  same  as  the  agent 
party’s  rates,  and  In  the  performance  of  cus¬ 
tomary  agency  arrangements,  not  Inconsist¬ 
ent  with  rules,  regulations,  limitations  and 
procedures  of  conferences  of  which  the  lines 
party  to  this  agreement  are  members  or  may 
become  members  in  the  trade  covered  by  this 
agreement. 

Dated:  March  10, 1972. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.72-4029  Plied  3-15-72:8:53  am] 


CITY  OF  LONG  BEACH  AND 

TRANSOCEAN  GATEWAY  CORP. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  ofiBce  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Oflaces  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  <?alif.  Comments  on  such 
agreements.  Including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20573,  vrtthin  20  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide 
a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  di^rimi- 
nation  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is 
alleged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement-  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 


and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

Mr.  Leonard  Putnam,  City  Attorney,  City  of 

Long  Beach,  Suite  600,  City  Hall.  liong 

Beach,  CA  90802. 

Agreement  No.  T-2599,  between  the 
City  of  Long  Beach  (CTity)  and  Trans¬ 
ocean  Gateway  Corporation  (Trans¬ 
ocean),  provides  for  the  one-year  non¬ 
exclusive  preferential  assignment  (with 
renewal  options)  of  a  container  crane 
which  is  to  be  located  at  Berths  245-257 
at  Long  Beach,  California.  As  compensa¬ 
tion  the  City  is  to  receive  $186,964.12 
annually,  and  Transocean  is  to  pay  all 
costs  for  maintenance  of  the  crane. 
Operation  of  the  crane  is  to  be  governed 
by  the  provisions  contained  in  section  9 
of  the  Port  of  Long  Beach  Tariff  No.  3,, 
with  the  exception  of  Item  910,  which  sets 
forth  the  hourly  rate  chargeable  by  the 
City  for  operation  of  container  cranes. 
The  agreement  provides  that  the  City 
will  have  secondary  assignment  rights 
with  all  revenue  thereby  derived  accruing 
to  the  City.  Transocean  will  collect  ap¬ 
propriate  maintenance  costs.  Agreement 
No.  T-2599  may  be  terminated  should 
Transocean  cease  operating  under  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  T-2214,  which  provides  for  the 
use  of  Pier  J  at  Long  Beach. 

Dated:  March  10, 1972. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-4030  FUed  3-15-72;8:63  am] 


CUTLASS  STEAMSHIP  CORP.  AND 
S.V.M.C.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  on  such 
agreements,  including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20573,  within  20  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide 
a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  imfaimess  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  Is  al¬ 
leged.  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 


said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

John  P.  Meade,  Esq.,  919  18th  Street  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20006. 

Agreement  No.  9979  permits  the  sale 
of  the  assets  of  Cutlass  Steamship  Corp. 
to  S.V.M.C.,  Inc.  Cutlass  Steamship  Corp. 
is  operating  as  a  joint  service  imder 
Agreement  No.  9822  from  piorts  in  the 
Southeast  Asia  and  the  South  Pacific  to 
ports  of  the  United  States. 

The  shareholders  of  S.V.M.C.,  Inc.,  will 
be  Furness,  Withy,  Marine  Chartering 
Co.,  Inc.,  and  States  Veneer,  Inc.  Furness, 
Withy  (Montreal)  is  a  “holding  company 
which  does  not  control  any  common  car¬ 
riers  by  water”;  Marine  Chartering  Co., 
Inc.,  is  a  ship  chartering  operation  which 
does  not  own  or  operate  commcRi  carriers 
by  water;  and  States  Veneer,  Inc.,  is  an 
Oregon  corporation  engaged  in  the  lum¬ 
ber  business. 

Dated:  March  13. 1972. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-4032  FUed  3-15-72:8:63  am] 


PORT  OF  SEAHLE  AND 
FOSS-ALASKA  LINE,  INC. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commissicm  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1405  I  Street  NW., 
Room  1015;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
Ywk,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Coipments  on  such 
agreements,  including  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing,  may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  CcHiimission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20573,  within  20  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing 
on  the  propo^  agreement  shaD  provide 
a  clear  and  concise  statement  of  the 
matters  upon  which  they  desire  to  ad¬ 
duce  evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  shall  be  accom¬ 
panied  by  a  statement  describing  the 
discriminatiim  or  unfairness  with  partic¬ 
ularity.  If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  is  alleged,  the  statement  shall  set 
forth  with  particularity  the  acts  and  cir¬ 
cumstances  said  to  craistitute  such  vio¬ 
lation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  (ff  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
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and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

Mr.  Wade  Thompson.  Assistant  Manager, 

Property  Management,  Port  of  Seattle,  Poet 

Office  Box  1208,  Seattle,  WA  98111. 

Agreement  No.  T-2489-2,  between  the 
Port  of  Seattle  (Port)  and  Foss-Alaska 
Line,  Inc.  (Foss),  modifies  the  basic 
agreement  which  provides  for  the  lease 
of  certain  terminal  facilities  at  Seattle, 
Washingrton.  The  purpose  of  the  modifi¬ 
cation  is  to  extend  to  Foss  the  right  of 
first  refusal  on  a  6-acre  area  adjacent  to 
the  premises  leased  to  Foss  imder  the 
basic  agreement.  If  the  first  refusal  right 
is  exercised,  the  first  refusal  area  will  be 
governed  by  all  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  basic  agreement,  as  amended,  includ¬ 
ing  square  foot  rental  rates,  but  not  nec¬ 
essarily  provisions  relating  to  construc¬ 
tion  of  particular  improvements. 

Dated:  March  10,  1972. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-4033  FUed  8-15-72;8:63  am] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  0-4066,  etc.] 

AMOCO  PRODUCTION  CO.  ET  AL 

Findings  and  Order  After  Statutory 
Hearing 

March  7,  1972. 

Findings  and  order  after  statutory 
hearing  issuing  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity,  amending  orders 
issuing  certificates,  permitting  and  ap¬ 
proving  abandonment  of  service,  termi¬ 
nating  certificates,  making  successors  co¬ 
respondent,  substituting  respondent, 
canceling  FPC  gas  rate  schedules,  re¬ 
designating  proceedings  accepting  rate 
schedules  for  filing,  and  terminating  rate 
proceedings. 

Each  applicant  herein  has  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  (3as  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  sale  for  resale  and  delivery  of 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  or 
for  permission  and  approval  to  abandon 
service  or  a  petition  to  amend  an  order 
issuing  a  certificate,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  applications  and  petitions 
to  amend. 

Applicants  have  filed  FPC  gas  rate 
schedules  or  supplements  to  rate  sched¬ 
ules  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
propose  to  initiate,  abandon,  add,  or  dis¬ 
continue  in  part  natural  gas  service  in 
interstate  commerce  as  indicated  in  the 
tabulation  herein. 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  applicant  in  Docket 
No.  G-7143,  proposes  to  continue  the  sale 
of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized  in 
said  docket  to  be  made  pursuant  to  War¬ 
ren  Petroleum  Corp.  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  49.  The  effective  rate  under 
Warren’s  rate  schedule  at  the  time  of 
transfer  of  the  producing  properties  was 


in  effect  subject  to  refimd  in  Dockets 
Nos.  RI7 1-805  and  RI71-962  and  a 
change  in  rate  was  suspended  in  D(x:ket 
No.  RI71-1036.  Therefore  applicant  will 
be  made  co-respondent  in  Dockets  Nos. 
RI71-805  and  RI71-962  and  will  be  sub¬ 
stituted  as  respondent  in  Docket  No. 
RI71-1036,  and  said  proceedings  will  be 
redesignated  accordingly. 

Getty  Oil  Co.,  applicant  in  Docket  No. 
CJI72-89,  proposes  to  continue  the  sales 
of  natural  gas  from  its  own  interest 
which  was  heretofore  authorized  in 
Docket  No.  CT63-684,  to  be  made  by  Dan 
J.  Harrison,  Jr.,  who  is  now  holder  of  a 
small  producer  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  in  Docket  No. 
CS71-545,  at  a  rate  in  effect  subject  to 
refund  in  Docket  No.  RI68-268.  There¬ 
fore,  Getty  Oil  Co.  will  be  made  co¬ 
respondent  in  Docket  No.  RI68-268  and 
the  proceeding  will  be  redesignated 
accordingly. 

The  Commission’s  staff  has  reviewed 
the  appUcations  and  recommends  each 
action  ordered  as  consistent  with  all  sub¬ 
stantive  Commission  policies  and  re¬ 
quired  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity. 

After  due  notice  by  publication  m  the 
Federal  Register,  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene,  notice  of  intervention,  or  protest 
to  the  granting  of  the  applications  has 
been  filed. 

At  a  hearing  held  on  March  2, 1972,  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  received 
and  made  a  part  of  the  record  in  this 
proceeding  all  evidence,  including  the 
applications  and  petitions,  as  supple¬ 
mented  and  amended,  and  exhibits 
thereto,  submitted  in  support  of  the  au¬ 
thorizations  sought  herein,  and  upcHi 
consideration  of  the  record. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  Each  applicant  herein  is  a  “nat¬ 
ural-gas  company”  within  the  meaning 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  as  heretofore 
found  by  the  Commission  or  will  be  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  for  resale  for  ultimate 
public  consumption,  subject  to  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Commission,  and  will, 
therefore,  be  a  “natural-gas  company” 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  upon  the  commencement  of  service 
imder  the  authorizations  hereinafter 
granted. 

(2)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  hereinbe¬ 
fore  described,  as  more  fully  described  in 
the  applications  in  this  proceeding,  will 
be  made  in  interstate  commerce  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission; 
and  such  sales  by  applicants,  together 
with  the  construction  and  operation  of 
any  facilities  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission  necessary  therefor, 
are  subject  to  the  requirements  of  sub¬ 
sections  (c)  and  (e)  of  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(3)  Applicants  are  able  and  willing 
properly  to  do  the  acts  and  to  perform 
the  service  proposed  and  to  conform  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  requirements,  rules,  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission  thereunder. 

(4)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  by  appli¬ 
cants,  together  with  the  construction 
and  operation  of  any  facilities  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  nec¬ 


essary  therefor,  are  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity;  and  cer¬ 
tificates  therefor  should  be  issued  as 
hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

(5)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  that  the  orders  is¬ 
suing  certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  in  various  dockets  in¬ 
volved  herein  should  be  amended  as 
hereinafter  ordered. 

(6)  The  sales  of  natural  gas  proposed 
to  be  abandoned,  as  hereinbefore  de¬ 
scribed  and  as  more  fully  described  in 
the  applications  and  in  the  tabulation 
herein,  are  subject  to  the  requirements 
of  subsection  (b)  of  section  7  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act. 

(7)  The  abandonments  proposed  by 
apphcants  herein  are  permitted  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity  and 
should  be  approved  as  hereinafter 
ordered. 

(8)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  certificates 
heretofore  issued  to  applicants  relating 
to  the  abandonments  hereinafter  per¬ 
mitted  and  approved  should  be  termi¬ 
nated  and  the  related  FPC  gas  rate 
schedules  should  be  canceled. 

(9)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Warren  Petroleum  Co. 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  49  should  be 
canceled. 

(10)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  the  FPC  gas  rate 
schedules  and  supplements  related  to 
the  authorizations  hereinafter  granted 
should  be  accepted  for  filing. 

(11)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  Gulf  Oil  CTorp.  should  be 
made  co-respondent  in  the  proceedings 
pending  in  Dockets  Nos.  RI71-805  and 
RI7 1-962  and  substituted  as  respondent 
in  Docket  No.  RI71-1036  and  that  said 
proceedings  should  be  redesignated 
accordingly, 

(12)  It  is  necessary  and  appn^rlate  in 
carrsdng  out  the  provisions  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  that  Getty  Oil  Co.  should 
be  made  co-respondent  in  the  proceeding 
pending  in  Docket  No.  RI68-268  and  that 
said  proceeding  should  be  redesignated 
accordingly. 

(13)  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI72-91 
has  collected  no  money  subject  to  refund 
in  Docket  No.  RI7 1-624  insofar  as  it 
pertains  to  applicant’s  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule  No.  134. 

(14)  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI72-68 
has  collected  a  rate  in  effect  subject  to 
refimd  in  Docket  No.  RI66-146  which  is 
below  the  applicable  area  ceiling  rate. 

(15)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  that  the  certificate  issued  in 
Docket  No.  G-19416  should  be  amended 
to  reflect  the  deletion  of  acreage  assigned 
to  Houston  Oil  k  Mineral  Corp.,  a  small 
producer  certificate  holder. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Certificates  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  are  issued  upon  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  this  order  authorizing 
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sales  by  applicants  of  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  for  resale,  together 
with  the  construction  and  operation  of 
any  facilities  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission  necessary  therefor,  all 
as  hereinbefore  described  and  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  applications  and 
in  the  tabulation  herein. 

(B)  The  certificates  granted  in  para¬ 
graph  ^(A)  above  are  not  transferable 
and  shall  be  effective  only  so  long  as  ap¬ 
plicants  continue  the  acts  or  operations 
hereby  authorized  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
applicable  rules,  regulations,  and  orders 
of  the  Commission. 

(C)  the  grant  of  the  certificates  issued 
in  paragraph  (A)  above  shall  not  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  or  Part  154  or  Part  157  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regtilations  thereunder  and  is 
without  prejudice  to  any  findings  or 
orders  which  have  been  or  which  may 
hereafter  be  made  by  the  Commission 
in  any  proceedings  now  pending  or  here¬ 
after  instituted  by  or  against  applicants. 
Further,  our  action  in  this  proceeding 
shall  not  foreclose  or  prejudice  any  future 
proceedings  or  objections  relating  to  the 
operation  of  any  price  or  related  provi¬ 
sions  in  the  gas  purchase  contracts 
herein  involved.  The  grant  of  the  cer¬ 
tificates  aforesaid  for  service  to  the  par¬ 
ticular  customers  involved  does  not  im¬ 
ply  approval  of  all  of  the  terms  of  the 
contracts,  paHicularly  as  to  the  cessa¬ 
tion  of  service  upon  termination  of  said 
contracts  as  provided  by  section  7(b) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  The  grant  of  the 
certificates  aforesaid  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  to  preclude  the  imposition  of  any 
sanctions  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Natur^  Gas  Act  for  the  imauthor- 
ized  cconmencement  of  any  sales  of 
natural  gas  subject  to  said  certificates. 

(D)  The  orders  issuing  certificates  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  in 
Dockets  Nos.  G-4065,  G-7074,  G-9393, 
G-19416,  CI60-393,  CI63-234,  CI65-21 
and  CI67-248  are  amended  by  adding 
thereto  or  deleting  therefrom  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  sell  natural  gas  as  more  fully 
described  in  the  applications  and  in  the 
tabulation  herein.  In  all  other  respects 
said  orders  shall  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect. 

(E)  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  C7I72-89 
shall  charge  and  collect  16.07  cents  per 
Mcf  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No. 
RI68-268  and  the  said  sale  is  subject  to 
Opinion  No.  595  and  any  other  orders 
issued  in  Texas  Gulf  Coast  Area  Rate 
Proceeding,  Docket  No.  AR64-2,  et  al. 

(P)  Getty  Oil  Co.  Is  made  co-respond¬ 
ent  in  the  proceeding  pending  in  Docket 
No.  RI68-268  and  said  proceeding  is  re¬ 
designated  accordingly.  Getty  shall  com¬ 
ply  with  the  refunctog  procedure  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
section  154.102  of  the  regulations 
thereimder. 

(G)  Within  90  days  of  this  order 
applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI72-89  shall 
file  three  copies  of  a  rate  schedule- 


quality  statement  in  the  form  prescribed 
In  Opinion  No.  595. 

(H)  The  proceeding  In  Docket  No. 
RI7 1-624  is  terminated  insofar  as  it  per¬ 
tains  to  the  sale  imder  The  California 
Co.,  a  division  of  Chevron  Oil  Co.,  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  34. 

(I)  Within  90  days  from  the  date  of 
this  order  applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI60- 
393  shall  file  three  copies  of  a  rate 
schedule-quality  statement  in  the  form 
prescribed  in  Opinion  No.  468. 

(J)  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  CI72-93 
is  not  relieved  of  any  refund  obligations 
in  Docket  No.  RI68-102  as  a  result  of  the 
abandonment  permitted  and  approved 
herein. 

(K)  The  sales  authorized  in  Docket  No. 
CI60-393  to  be  made  from  additional 
acreage  are  subject  to  the  pending  rate 
proceeding  in  Docket  No.  RI70-786. 

(L)  The  order  issuing  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  in 
Docket  No.  G-7143  is  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  Gulf  Oil  Corp.  in  lieu  of  Warren 
Petroleum  Co.  as  certificate  holder  and 
in  all  other  respects  said  order  shall  re¬ 
main  in  full  force  and  effect. 

(M)  Gulf  Oil  Corp.  is  made  co-re- 
spwndent  in  the  proceedings  pending  in 
Dockets  Nos.  RI71-805  and  RI71-962  and 
is  substituted  as  respondent  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  trending  in  Docket  No.  RI71- 
1036,  and  ssdd  proceedings  are  redesig¬ 
nated  accordingly.  Gulf  shall  comply 
with  the  refunding  procedure  required 
by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  154.102  of 
the  regulations  thereunder. 

(N)  Warren  Petroleum  Corp.  FPC  Gas 
Rate  Schedule  No.  49  is  canceled.  Warren 
is  not  relieved  of  any  refund  obligations 


that  may  be  ordered  in  Dockets  Nos. 
R17 1-805  and  RI7 1-962  for  sales  made 
prior  to  July  1,  1971,  under  said  rate 
schedule. 

(O)  The  certificates  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  Issued  in  Dockets 
Nos.  G-2802,  G-11897,  CI161-1788,  CI64- 
910,  CI65-234,  and  CI68-857  are  termi¬ 
nated  and  the  related  rate  schedules  are 
canceled. 

(P)  The  proceeding  in  Docket  No. 
RI66-146  is  terminated. 

(Q)  Permission  for  and  approval  of 
the  abandonment  of  service  by  appli¬ 
cants  as  hereinbefore  described  and  as 
more  fully  described  in  the  applications 
and  the  tabulation  herein,  are  granted. 

(R)  Applicant  in  Docket  No.  G-4065 
shall  charge  and  collect  a  total  initial 
rate  of  24.0  cents  at  14.65  ps.i.a.,  subject 
to  B.t.u.  adjustment.  The  provisions  con¬ 
tained  in  section  2  of  Article  IX  of  ap¬ 
plicant’s  June  17,  1971,  contract  provid¬ 
ing  for  a  rate  increase  to  an  applicable 
area  rate  or  settlement  rate  by  any 
method  shall  only  be  operative  and 
effective  upon  Commission  approval  of 
an  applicable  just  and  reasonable  rate 
or  settlement  rate  in  an  applicable  area 
rate  proceeding  for  the  quality  of  the  gas 
involved. 

(S)  The  rate  schedules  and  rate 
schedule  supplements  related  to  the  au¬ 
thorizations  granted  herein  are  accepted 
for  filing  or  are  redesignated,  all  as  set 
forth  in  the  tabulation  herein. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 


FPC  gas  rate  schedule 

Docket  No.  Applicant  Purchaser  and  location  - - 

and  date  filed  Description  and  date  of  No.  Supp. 

document 


G-4065 . Amoco  Production  Co _ Texas  Eastern  Trans-  Contract «  6-17-71 . 8  28 

C  6-24-71  mission  Corn.,  Hast-  (Effective  date:  Date  of  . . . . 

inps  et  al..  Fields,  initial  delivery). 

Galveston  et  al.. 

Counties,  Tex. 

G-7074 . Cities  Service  Oil  Co . .  Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Letter  agreement  7-12-71.;  261  4 

C  8-16-71  Corp.,  Elk  District,  (Effective  date:  Date  of  . ; 

Kanawha  County,  initial  delivery). 


0-7143 . 

..  Gulf  Oil  Corp.  (Successor 

Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline 

Assignment  •  6-36-71 _ 

.;  28 

12 

F  7-26-71 

to  Warren  Petroleum 
Corp.). 

Co.,  a  division  of 
Tenneco,  Inc.,  Heyser 
Field,  Calhoun  County, 
Tex. 

(Effective  date:  7-1-71) . 

....J 

0-7143  4 . 

7-26-71 

Warren  Petroleum  Corp... 

Notice  of  cancellation  > 
7-21-71. 

(Effective  date:  7-1-71)  . 

49 

11 

0-0393* . 

D  3-10-71 

..  Atlantic  Riclifleld  Co..... 

Cities  Servlee  Gas  Co., 
Aetna  Mississippi  Pool, 
Barber  County,  Kans. 

Assignment  2-1-71 _ _ 

(Effective  date:  2-1-71)  • 

_  -  127 

12 

...•J 

0-19416  • . 

D  3-10-71 

..  Humble  Oil  A  Refining 
Co.  (Operator)  et  al. 

United  Fuel  Gas  Co., 
Calcasieu  Pass  Field, 
Cameron  Parish,  La. 

Notice  of  partial  cancel¬ 
lation.  *  6-24-71. 
(Effective  date:  date  of 
of  this  order). 

166 

13 

CI60-393 ' . 

..  Marathon  Oil  Co. 

Transwestem  Pipeline 
Co.,  Atoka  Field, 

Eddy  County,  N.  Mex. 

Letter  •  7-21-71 . . 

=  61 

T 

C  7-6-71 

(Operator)  et  aL 

(Effective  date:  6-2-71) . 

- 

CI63-234 . 

D  8-4-71 

..  Mobil  Oil  Corp. 

(Operator)  et  aL 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas 
Co.,  Red  Oak  Area, 
Latimer  County,  Okla. 

Notice  of  partial  cancel¬ 
lation  •  8-2-71. 
(Effective  date:  date  of 
this  order). 

S33 

Filing  code:  A— Initial  service. 

B— Abandonment. 

C— Amendment  to  add  acreage: 
D— Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 
E— Suecession. 

F— Partial  succession: 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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DcKket  No. 
and  date  lUad 

AppUoaat 

Purchaser  and  hteatlon 

FPC  gai  rata  acbadule 

Description  and  date  of  No. 
document 

Sapp. 

CI65-21 . 

D  8-2-71 

Texaco,  Inc _ _ 

.  Northern  Natural  Gas 
Co.,  Ozona  Field, 
Crockett  Ciounty,  Tex. 

Notice  of  partial  cancella¬ 
tion  8-21-71. i» 

(Effective  date:  Date  of 
this  order). 

338 

8 

C167-248 . 

Beacon  Gasoline  Co . 

.  East  Carterville  Field, 

Contract  8-26-71 . . . 

26 

C  7-23-71 

Webster  and  Bossier 
Parish^,  La.'i 

Gathering  agreement 
8-26-71. 

(Effective  date:  Date  of 
Initial  delivery). 

26 

1 

CI72-43 . 

Union  Texas  Petroleum, 

Lone  Star  Gas  Co.,  East 

Contract  7-1-88 . 

106  . 

F  7-20-71 »« 

a  division  of  Allied 

Aylesworth  Field, 

Amendment  12-1-66 _ ... 

105 

1 

Chemical  Corporation 
et  al. 

Bryan  County,  Okla. 

(Effective  date:  6-2-71). 

C 172-88 . 

B  7-27-71  w 

Getty  Oil  Co . 

.  United  Fuel  Gas  Co., 
North  Bourg  Field, 
Terrebonne  A  La¬ 
fourche  Parishes,  La. 

Notice  of  eaneellatlon 
6-11-71. >»  “ 

(Effi-ctive  date:  Date  of 
tills  order) . 

24 

21 

Ci72-74 . 

B  7-28-71  « 

Mobil  Oil  Corp . 

.  Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corp.,  South 
Cottonwood  Creek 

Field,  De  Witt  County, 
Tex. 

Notice  of  oaneellation 
7-26-71.  »>• 

(Effective  date:  Date  of 
this  order).  ' 

431 

10 

CI72-76  . 

B  8-2-71  •• 

Natol  Petroleum  Cori>. 
(Operator)  et  al. 

t'niteil  Gas  Piire  Line 

Co.,  Pistol  Ridge  Field, 
Pearl  River  County, 
Miss. 

Nutlee  of  eaneellation 
7-27-71.  « 

(Effective  dale:  Date  of 
tills  order) . 

1 

2 

C172-84 . 

B  8-6-71  •• 

Reserve  Oil  A  Gas  Co _ 

.  Transeontinentul  Gas 

Pi|)e  Line  Co.,  West 
Mission  Valley  Field, 
Goliad  County,  Tex. 

Notice  of  cancellation 
8-3-71.  »“ 

(Effective  date:  Date  of 
this  order). 

31 

9 

CI72-88 . 

B  8-8-71  •» 

Dixon  Muiuigeinent  Corp 

Texas  Gas  Pi|>e  Line 
Corp.,  North  Pori 
Ner'hes  Field,  Orange 
County,  Tex. 

Notice  of  cancellation 
7-20-71.  >« 

(EITei'tive  date:  Date  of 
tins  order). 

ri72  8<(“  .... 

Getty  Oil  Co . 

.  Texas  Eastern  Trans- 

Contract  8-26-62 . 

191  . 

F  8-6  71 

mission  Cori>.,  Nortli- 
east  NADA  Field, 
Colorado  ('ounty,  Tex. 

(Elh'Ctive  date:  6-2-71) . 

fT72  »1  « . 

The  Caliloruia  Co.,  a 

Tennessee  Gas  Pi|>eline 

Notice  of  eaneellatlon  >*  ** . 

34 

3 

B  8HJ  71 

division  of  Cbevron 

OH  Co. 

t'o..  a  division  of 
Tenneeo,  Inc..  Buy  Le 
FU'ur  Field.  Terre- 
lH>nne  Parish,  La. 

(Efft'etive  date:  Date  of 
this  order.) 

CI72-!t3» . 

B  8  10-71 

Sun  Oil  Co . 

.  United  Gas  Pi|X)  Line 

Co.,  McGoe  Field, 
Simpson  and  Smith 
Counties,  Miss. 

Notice  of  cancellation 

8-1  71.  u  M 

(Effective  date:  Date  of 
tins  order.) 

134 

6 

CI72-1(»6» . 

Ernest  Wilson. 

’  Penm’oll  United,  Inc., 

(«) (“) . 

B  8-18-71 

Murphy  District, 

(Effective  date:  Date  of 

Ritchie  County,  W.  Va. 

tills  order.) 

■  Contract  rate  is  2A  cents  liowever  applicant  is  willing  to  ucct'pt  an  amended  cortiticate  at  24  cents. 

*  Assigns  interest  from  Warren  retrolenm  Corp.  to  tiulf  Oil  Corp. 

*  Includes  assignment  dated  June  30. 1'.tll,  l>etw(H‘n  Warren  Petroleum  Corp.  and  tiulf  Oil  Corp. 

*  Ai>plication  to  cancel  rate  scliedule  due  to  assignment  of  interests  to  tiulf  Oil  Corp. 

*  No  related  certificate  tiling  made  or  necessary  (Is  CKK  2.04). 

t  As  signs  acreage  to  Holtert  L.  Williams,  d. I  >.a.  Ini|  erial  Oil  t'o..  Iiolder  of  a  small  producer  certificate  in  Docket  No. 
C'S71-272. 

'  Includes  assignment  dated  May  10,  1071.  assigiung  interest  from  a)iplicunt  to  Houston  Oil  &  Minerals  Corp., 
holder  of  a  small  producer  certificate  in  Docket  No.  CS71  t.lS. 

*  Applicant  proiioses  to  amend  its  certificate  in  sulijeet  docket  to  cover  its  own  interest  in  a  .sale  of  gas  heretofore 
covereil  by  Read  &  Stevens  Inc.  who  are  now  holders  of  a  small  i>i(Klucer  cerlilleate  in  irwket  No.  CS70-42.  Original 
oertifieation  was  in  Docket  No.  ClW-lttfO. 

*  Includes  agreement  with  buyer  releasing  non|>r<sluelive  leases  w  liieh  have  expired. 

'•>  Includes  supplemental  agreement  releasing  e\i>ire<l  or  canceled  leases. 

.\|iplicant  gathers  and  processes  K.  II.  lieiige's  gas  in  its  Webster  Parish  plant  and  redelivers  the  gas  to  Texas 
(fas  Transmission  Corp. 

ir  Aiiplicant  proposes  to  cover  its  own  interest  in  a  sale  of  gas  lieietofore  covered  bj-  Juke  L.  Ilamon  who  is  holder 
of  a  small  producer  certificate  in  Docket  No.  107. 

I  ncludes  buyer's  coneiirrenee. 

“  Source  of  gas  depleted. 

Application  to  abandon  a  sale  of  natural  gas  covered  under  a  small  producer  certificate. 

"  Applicant  proposes  to  abandon  the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized  in  D(x;kct  No.  0-2802. 

Applicant  proposes  to  abandon  the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized  In  Docket  No.  CI68-8fl7. 

'*  Applicant  projroses  to  abandon  the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized  in  Docket  No.  C164-910. 

'*  Applicant  i>roposes  to  abandon  the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized  in  Docket  No.  0-11807. 

“  Applicant  proposes  to  cover  its  own  interest  in  a  sale  of  ga-;  heretofore  covered  by  Dan  J.  Harrison,  Jr.,  who  Is 
bolder  of  a  small  producer  certificate  in  Docket  No.  CS71-S4.'i. 

n  Leases  have  expired  and  proiluction  has  cea.sed. 

»  Applicant  prop)  see  to  abandon  a  sale  of  natural  gas  covered  under  a  small  proilucer  certifleute  w  hich  was  i.ssued 
to  applicant  by  Commission  Order  No.  411. 

3*  Applicant  proposes  to  abandon  the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized  in  Docket  No.  CI65-234. 

X  Applicant  proposes  to  abandon  the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized  in  Docket  No.  ClSl  1788. 

(FR  Doc.72-3856  Filed  3-15-72;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  0-3894  etc.] 

ATLANTIC  RICHFIELD  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Certificates, 

Abandonment  of  Service  and  Peti¬ 
tions  To  Amend  Certificates  ^ 

March  7,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  applicants 
listed  herein  has  filed  an  application  or 
petition  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization  to  sell 
natural  gas  in  interstate  oommerce  or 
to  abandon  service  as  described  herein, 
all  as  more  fully  described  in  the  re¬ 
spective  applications  and  amendments 
which  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  April  3, 
1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Persons  wishing  to  become 
parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
all  applications  in  which  no  petition  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that,  a 
grant  of  the  certificates  or  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  for  the  proposed  abandonment  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  Where  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  where  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  fur¬ 
ther  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
imnecessary  for  applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb; 

Secretary. 

*Thls  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein." 
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NOTICES 


Docket  No.  Price  Free- 

and  Applicant  Purchaser  and  location  per  Met  sure 

date  filed  base 


0-3894 . Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  Post  Office  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  *24.0  14.66 

C  2-28-72  *  Box  2819,  Dallas,  TX  76221.  Corp.,  Greta  Field,  Refugio 

County,  Tex. 

G-4298 . Clinton  Oil  Co.  (successor  to  Amoco  Tenne,ssee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  dlvl-  16.06672  14.66 

E  2-28-72  Production  Co.),  217  North  Water  sion  of  Tenneco  Inc.,  Cecil  Noble 
St.,  Wichita,  K8  67202.  Field,  Colorado  County,  Tex. 

G-4411  and  . do . Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.,  Ivan  14.8633  14.68 

G-12418  Field,  Bossier  Parish,  La. 

E  2-11-72 » 

G-10706 . Sun  Oil  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  2880,  Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  Eureka  Field,  Depleted . 

D  2-22-72  Dallas,  TX  76221  (partial  abandon-  Grant  County,  Okla. 

ment). 

0-11811 . Clinton  Oil  Co.  (successor  to  Amoco  Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.,  a  divl-  <17.40  14.65 

E  2-^72  Production  Co.),  217  North  Water  sion  of  Colorado  Interstate  Cor|)., 

St.,  Wichita,  KS  67202.  Greenwood  Field,  Morton  County, 

Kans. 

C161-1332 . Cities  Service  Oil  Co.  (OiM-rator),  Transwestern  Piiieline  Co.,  Outlet  at  *27.0  14.65 

C  2-28-72*  Post  Office  Box  300,  Tulsa,  OK  Bliiitt  Gasoline  Plant,  sec.  15.  8  S., 

74102.  36  E.,  Roosevelt  County,  N.  Mex. 

CI71-286 . LV'O  Corp.,  Post  Office  Box  2848,  Eansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co.,  *13.5  14.65 

C  2-26-72 1  Tulsa,  OK  74101.  Bradshaw  Area,  Hamilton  County, 

Kans. 

C172-817 . Skelly  Oil  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  1660,  Panhandle  Eastern  Piire  Line  Co.,  Depleted . 

B  2-18-72  Tulsa,  OK  74102.  Acreage  in  Meade  County,  Kans. 

C172-619 . Cities  Service  Oil  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Caverns  *30.0  14.68 

A  2-22-72  300  Tulsa,  OK  74102.  Area,  Eddy  County,  N.  Mex. 

CI72-620 . do . .  Uniter!  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  Elysian  (•)  . 

B  2-22-72  Fields  Field,  Harrison  County  Tex. 

C172-621 . Marathon  Oil  Co.,  839  South  Main  St.,  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.,  West  >*22.0128  14.65 

A  2-22-72  Findlay,  OH  45840  Wiilrurton  Field,  Arkoma  Area,  » 22. 26 

Pittsburg  and  Latimer  Counties, 

Okla. 

CI72-622 .  Getty  Oil  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  1404,  Transwestern  Pifieline  Co.,  Blultt  19.001  14.66 

2-18-72 Houston,  TX  77001.  (Wolfcamp)  North  Field,  Roosevelt 

County,  N.  Mex. 

CI72-823 .  I/one  Star  Producing  Co.,  301  South  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp.,  West  19.78  15.026 

2-17-72**  Harwood  St.,  Dallas,  TX  76201.  Simsboro  Field,  Lincoln  Parish,  La. 

CI72-524 . do .  Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.,  Whelan  >*14.0133  14.65 

A  2-23-72  Field,  IIarri.son  County,  Tex. 

CI72-626 . Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  Natural  Gas  PiiKdinc  Co.  of  America,  19.3  14.65 

2-24-72  >*  2819,  Dallas,  TX  76221.  Joiner  City  Plant,  Carter  County, 

Okla. 

C172-626 .  Exchange  Oil*  Gas  Corp.,  1010  Com-  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.,  27.80  16.028 

A  2-26-72  mou  St.,  16th  Floor,  New  Orleans,  Valentine  Field,  Lafourche  Parish, 

LA  70112.  La. 

CI72-827 . Kerr-McGee Corp.,  Kerr-McGee  Bldg.,  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Main  Pass  >*  36.84  15.026 

A  2-2^72  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73102.  Block  82,  Platiuemines  Parish,  La. 


Filing  code:  A — Initial  .service. 

B — Abandotnrent. 

(' — Amendment  to  add  acreage. 

D — Amendment  to  delete  aercaec. 

E — Succession. 

F— Partial  succe.ssicn. 

>  Amendment  to  pending  application. 

*  Pursuant  to  Opinion  No.  598;  however,  the  contract  price  is  25  cents  (ler  Mcf. 

•Application  was  erroneously  assigned  Docket  No.  CU2-515  as  a  partial  succes.sion.  Further  review  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  files  reveals  that  the  application  is  a  complete  succession  and  will  !>e  processed  under  Dockets  Nos.  G  -14I1 
and  0-12418  as  a  complete  succession.  Docket  No.  C172-615  is  canceled. 

*  .Minus  0.84  cents  irer  .Mcf  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment.  Rate  in  effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  R169  349. 

•  Applicant  proposes  to  s<dl  gas  from  additional  acreage  and  provide  for  incrcivsed  (iriee  for  new  gas. 

•  Subject  to  ufiward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

'  Amendment  to  pending  ap|>lication  to  add  acreage  acquired  from  Skelly  Oil  Co. 

•  Hate  in  effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RlOU-426. 

*  Prwluction  has  cea.sed  and  all  leases  have  terminated,  been  canceled  and  released. 

S'  West  Wilburton  contract— area  price  for  gits  originally  dedicated  after  Oct.  1,  1968,  17.7060  area  |)rice  for  gas 
originally  dedicated  prior  to  Oct.  1,  1968;  however,  the  contract  price  is  18  cents  per  Mcf,  subject  to  upward  and 
downward  B.t.u.  adjustment.  Includes  0.25  cents  |>er  .Mcf  for  dehydration  deduction  for  water  content. 

"  Arkoma  area— area  rate,  subject  to  adjustment  for  B.t.u.  and  quality  adjustments,  le.ss  wellhead  delivery  adjust¬ 
ment;  however,  the  contract  price  is  23  cents  |»er  .Mcf,  subject  to  upward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

u  Applicant  proposes  to  continue  the  sale  of  natural  gas  lieretofore  authorized  in  Docket  No.  CI61-1331  to  ire  made 
pursuant  to  H.  L.  Brown,  Jr.  et  al.,  FPC  Gas  Kate  Schedule  No.  1. 

»•  Applicant  proposes  to  continue  the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized  in  Docket  No.  CI63  943  to  l)c  made 
pursuant  to  J.  t'.  Trahan  Driliing  Contractor,  Inc.,  Fl’C  Gas  Kate  Schedule  No.  24. 

>*  If  seller  elects  to  deliver  at  the  wellhead,  the  |)rice  under  the  contract  is  reduced  80.008  per  .Mcf.  Buyer  may  com¬ 
press  th?  gas  and  deduct  compression  charges  of  $0.0075  per  Mcf  or  $0.')15  for  two  stages  of  compression. 

u  AppUcant  proposes  to  continue  the  sale  of  natural  gas  heretofore  authorized  in  Docket  No.  C162-273  to  Ire  made 
pursuant  to  Mack  Oil  Co.,  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  2. 

>*  Plus  0.84  cents  per  Mcf  upward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

[FR  Doc.72-3858  Filed  3-15-72,8:45  amj 


[Docket  No.  RP72-1101 

ALGONQUIN  GAS  TRANSMISSION 
CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates 
and  Charges 

March  13,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  Algwiquin  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Co.  (Algonquin)  on  March  1, 
1972,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 


changes  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Original 
Volumes  Nos.  1  and  2.‘  The  proposed 
rate  changes  would  increase  Algonquin’s 


*  Original  Volume  No.  1 :  Fourth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  1,  Original  Sheet  No.  3-A,  28th 
Revised  Sheet  No.  5,  Seventh  Revised  Sheet 
No.  6,  Eighth  Revised  Sheet  No.  7,  Second 
Revised  Sheet  No.  8-A,  28th  Revised  Sheet 
No.  10,  29th  Revised  Sheet  No.  11-A,  29th 
Revised  Sheet  No.  12,  28th  Revised  Sheet  No. 
14,  24th  Revised  Sheet  No.  15-J,  Second  Re- 


revenues  from  jurisdictional  sales  and 
services  by  $10,619,713  based  on  sales 
volumes  for  the  12-month  period  ended 
December  31,  1971.  The  proposed  effec¬ 
tive  date  for  the  foregoing  tariff  sheets 
is  April  1,  1972. 

AlgcHiquin  states  that  the  increase  in 
rates  is  necessitated  predominantly  by 
the  increases  in  rates  filed  at  Docket  No. 
RP72-98  by  Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corp.,  Algonquin’s  sole  natural  gas  sup¬ 
plier.  Algonquin  requests  that  the  sus¬ 
pension  period,  if  any,  of  the  revised 
tariff  sheets  being  filed  herewith,  be 
made  coterminous  with  the  suspension 
period  involved  in  Texas  Eastern’s 
Docket  No.  RP72-98,  which  has  been  sus¬ 
pended  by  Commission  order  issued  Feb¬ 
ruary  11,  1972,  until  July  14,  1972. 

The  tariff  sheets  include  a  proposed 
purchased  gas  cost  adjustment  clause. 
Section  154.38(d)  (3)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  presently  proscribes  the  in¬ 
clusion  of  such  a  clause  in  rate  sched¬ 
ules  filed  by  natural  gas  pipeline  com¬ 
panies.  Algonquin  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  waive  such  requirement,  in  the 
light  of  current  conditions,  and  permit 
the  filing  of  such  revised  tariff  sheets.^ 

Algonquin  is  concurrently  tendering 
for  filing,  “Alternate  Tariff  Sheets,’’ 
w'hich  contain  the  same  changes  as 
those  filed  above,  exclusive,  however,  of 
the  purchased  gas  cost  adjustment  pro¬ 
vision.  In  the  event  the  Commission  does 
not  grant  the  waiver  of  the  requirement 
of  §  154.38(d)  (3),  then  Algonquin  pro¬ 
poses  that  the  Alternate  tariff  sheets  be 
considered  to  have  been  filed  in  lieu  of, 
and  in  substitution  for,  those  tariff  sheets 
filed.  The  Alternate  tariff  sheets  elimi¬ 
nate  all  reference  to  the  purchased  gas 
adjustment  clause. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  on 
Algonquin’s  jurisdictional  customers  and 
interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18 
CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  pro¬ 
tests  should  be  filed  on  or  before  March 
27,  1972.  Protests  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-4072  Filed  3-16-72:8:55  am] 


vised  Sheet  No.  16-K.l,  Fourth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  16-M,  Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  16-0, 
Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  16-Q,  First  Revised 
Sheet  No.  15-Q.l,  Original  Sheet  No.  26-A 
and  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  27,  Original 
Sheets  Nos.  30-C,  30-D,  and  30-E.  Original 
Volume  No.  2:  29th  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  and 
26th  Revised  Sheet  No.  67. 
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[Docketa  Noe.  E-7631,  etc.] 

CITY  OF  CLEVEIAND,  OHIO,  AND 
CLEVELAND  ELECTRIC  ILLUMINAT- 
ING  CO. 

Order  Directing  Immediate  Temporary 
Emergency  Interconnection  and 
Standby  Service,  Consolidating 
Hearing,  Setting  Expedited  Hearing, 
and  Denying  Motion  for  Oral  Argu¬ 
ment 

March  8,  1972. 

City  of  Cleveland,  Ohio  v.  Cleveland 
Electric  Illuminating  Co.,  Dockets  Nos. 
E-7631  and  S-7633,  and  City  of  Cleve¬ 
land,  Docket  No.  E-7713. 

Pursuant  to  section  202(c)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  UJS.C.  824a),  the 
Commission  has  before  it  the  question 
of  whether  an  emergency  exists  on  the 
Division  of  Water  and  Power  system  of 
the  City  of  Cleveland  (herein  “City”)  by 
reason  of  “a  shortage  of  electric  energy 
or  of  facilities  for  the  generation  or 
transmission  of  electric  energy,  or  of  fuel 
or  water  for  generating  facilities,  or 
other  causes,  and  whether  to  require  by 
order  such  t^porary  connections  of  fa¬ 
cilities  and  such  generation,  delivery, 
interchange,  or  transmission  of  electric 
energy  as  in  its  Judgment  will  best  meet 
the  emergency  and  serve  the  public 
interest." 

Before  considering  this  question  we 
note  the  pendency  of  Dockets  Nos.  El- 
7631  and  E-7633  initiated  by  the  City 
and  the  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating 
Co.  (herein  “C.E.I.”)  now  consolidated 
for  hearing  before  a  Presiding  Examiner 
at  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  in 
which,  inter  alia,  the  issue  of  a  perma¬ 
nent  interconnection  imder  section  202 
(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  is  pre¬ 
sented,  and  a  question  imder  sections 
202(c)  and  205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  '■ 
concerning  whether  the  Cleveland  Elec¬ 
tric  Illuminating  Co.  should  or  should  not 
be  allowed  to  discontinue  the  temporary, 
low  voltage  deliveries  currently  being 
provided  to  the  City  under  five  load 
transfer  points.’ 

On  December  6,  1971,  the  City  first  re¬ 
quested  an  emergency  section  202(c) 
parallel  interconnection  with  C.E.I. 

By  order  of  December  16,  1971,  in 
Dockets  Nos.  E-7631  and  E-7633  the 
Commission  suspended  the  termination 
of  the  five  load  transfer  points  between 
Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  and  the 
City  of  Cleveland  Municipal  System, 
thereby  requiring  the  Company  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  serve  the  City  for  the  full  period 
of  suspension,  and  ordered  an  immedi¬ 
ate  hearing  (10  Tr.  4).  The  continua- 


>  Section  202(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
16  U.S.C.  824a;  section  205  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act.  16  U.S.C.  824d. 

»On  February  10,  1972,  a  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  was  held  in  consolidated  Dockets 
Nos.  E-7631  and  E-7633.  Any  reference  to  the 
transcript  of  that  hearing  in  the  body  of  this 
order  shall  be  noted  as  10  Tr.  — . 

Subsequently,  on  February  15,  1072,  a 
conference  for  the  purpose  of  investigation 
was  held  in  Docket  No.  E-7713.  Any  reference 
to  the  transcript  of  that  conference  in  the 
body  of  this  order  shall  be  noted  as  15  Tr.  — . 


tion  of  the  five  load  transfer  points  was 
made  in  recognition  of  the  outages  of 
the  City  system  on  September  7,  1971, 
and  again  on  November  13,  1971,  and  in 
recognition  of  the  need  of  the  City  for 
additional  service  while  converting  cer¬ 
tain  of  its  boilers  to  meet  air  pollution 
control  standards.  On  December  22, 1971, 
the  City  filed  a  motion  which,  inter  alia, 
renewed  its  request  for  a  temporary 
emergency  parallel  interconnection  with 
C.E.I.  pursuant  to  section  202(c)  (10  Tr. 
9).  By  order  of  January  31,  1972,  in 
Dockets  Nos.  E-7631  and  El-7633  the 
Commission  denied  the  City’s  renewed 
request  for  a  temporary  emergency  in¬ 
terconnection  because  “no  facts  have 
been  presented  since  our  December  order 
which  established  that  the  City’s  sys¬ 
tem  is  currently  operating  in  an  emer¬ 
gency  situation.  However,  the  City  is 
not  precluded  from  filing  for  such  an 
order  in  the  future  if  there  exists  an 
emergency  within  the  meaning  of  Sec¬ 
tion  202(c). 

On  February  7,  1972,  the  Commission 
was  advised  that  the  75  MW  generating 
unit  of  the  Division  of  Water  and  Power 
of  the  City  of  Cleveland,  Ohio,  was  forced 
out  of  service,  resulting  in  an  inter¬ 
ruption  of  service  (10  ’IT.  21)  (15  ’Tr.  24) . 
At  the  direction  of  the  CThairman,  an 
immediate  investigation  was  instituted 
to  consider,  inter  alia,  the  question  of 
whether  an  interconnection  under  sec¬ 
tion  202(c)  was  in  order.  Subsequently, 
the  City  filed  on  February  8,  1972,  for  a 
temporary  emergency  interconnection 
under  section  202(c)  citing  the  outage  of 
February  7, 1972,  as  evidence  of  an  emer¬ 
gency  situation  (10  Tr.  7) . 

It  appears  that  the  City  has  an  emer¬ 
gency  by  virtue  of  the  shortage  of  fa¬ 
cilities  for  the  generation  of  electric 
energy  whenever  the  largest  unit  is  out 
of  service.  It  appears  that  the  City  cur¬ 
rently  has  a  peak  of  approximately  100 
MW  (15  ’Tr.  28)  and  has  installed  capac¬ 
ity  of  approximately  206  MW  (15  ’IT.  4) ; 
thus,  the  installed  reserves  are  sufBcient 
for  reliable  operation.  However,  a  com¬ 
bination  of  circumstances,  both  within 
and  without  the  control  of  the  City  of 
Cleveland,  has  rendered  the  mimlcipal 
system  imreliable.  'The  system  was  ap¬ 
parently  designed  to  include  one  approx¬ 
imately  75  to  85  MW  generator  with  its 
own  boiler,  three  approximately  25  MW 
generators  with  five  boilers  imder  a  com¬ 
mon  header  (15  ’Tr,  6)  and  three  approx¬ 
imately  15  to  19  MW  gas  turbines  with 
dual  fuel  capability  (15  Tr.  10).  It  ap¬ 
pears  that  the  gas  turbines  were  acquired 
for  the  purposes  of  insuring  reliability  on 
the  City’s  system  by  providing  ready  re¬ 
serves;  that  is,  reserves  which  could  be 
provided  immediately  upon  any  emer¬ 
gency  (15  Tr.  12).  However,  it  appears 
that  the  CTity  has  failed  to  install  any 
remote  starting  equipment  for  the  gas 
turbines  (15  Tr.  14) .  The  result  is  that  the 
gas  turbines  must  be  manually  started 
and  synchronized.  Since  the  turbines  are 
located  at  a  position  away  from  the  City’s 
other  generators,  employees  of  the  City 
must  now  travel  by  vehicle  to  the  distant 
location  in  order  to  start  these  turbines 
(15  Tr.  19).  It  also  appears  that  operat¬ 


ing  difficulties  have  been  experienced 
with  the  gas  turbines  (15  Tr.  14).  With 
regard  to  the  three  25  MW  generators, 
air  pollution  control  has  necessitated 
removal  of  three  of  the  five  boilers  from 
operation,  only  two  of  which  are  cur¬ 
rently  undergoing  conversion  (15  Tr.  6). 
The  result  is  that  only  approximately 
20  MW  can  be  generated  at  the  present 
time.  With  regard  to  the  75  to  85  MW 
generator,  it  is  not  apparent  what  plan¬ 
ning,  if  any,  was  made  for  reliability  of 
the  large  unit  with  regard  to  spinning 
reserve,  but  it  is  apparent  that  the  large 
generator  experiences  operating  difficul¬ 
ties  from  time  to  time  which  necessitate 
further  maintenance  and  repair  (15  ’Tr. 
22-25;  29-30).  Thus,  while  it  appears 
that  the  City  has  currently  a  peak  of  ap¬ 
proximately  a  100  MW,  as  heretofore 
stated,  and  is  receiving  25  to  30  MW  of 
the  p>eak  from  C.E  J.  at  this  time  through 
load  transfer  points  (15  Tr.  5) ,  and  while 
it  appears  that  the  City  has  generating 
capacity  of  approximately  140  MW,  the 
combination  of  the  lack  of  remote  capa¬ 
bility  for  the  gas  tinbines  and  the  oper¬ 
ating  difficffities  experienced  on  all  equip¬ 
ment  indicates  that  an  emergency  does 
exist  whenever  the  largest  unit  is  out  of 
service. 

With  regard  to  alleviating  the  emer¬ 
gency  situation  in  the  City  of  Cleveland 
with  an  interconnection,  it  appears  that 
the  only  alternative  is  C.E.I.  because  of 
its  proximity  to  the  City  system,  which 
is  otherwise  an  isolated  system  (15  Tr. 
44) .  It  appears  that  the  maximum  power 
which  could  be  provided  by  C.E.I.  in  the 
shortest  period  of  time  is  40  MVA. 
’There  is  a  dispute  as  to  whether  a  69 
kv  Interconnection  at  40  MVA  should 
or  should  not  be  synchronous  (15  ’Tr.  43- 
48).  We  observe  that  consumers  in  the 
City  of  Cleveland  are  severally  dependent 
upon  both  C.E.I.  and  the  City  system, 
and  we  are  mindful  of  the  need  to  pro¬ 
vide  reliable  service  to  the  approximately 
20  percent  of  the  City  consmners  served 
by  the  City  without  jeopardizing  the  re¬ 
liability  of  service  to  the  remaining  con¬ 
sumers  in  Cleveland  served  by  C.E.I. 
If  an  interconnection  were  ordered  which 
caused  a  forced  outage  of  CJl.!.  facili¬ 
ties,  the  City  system  would  not  receive 
any  emergency  power  and  C.E.I.’s  con¬ 
sumers  would  suffer. 

We  have  considered  an  emergency  in¬ 
terconnection  both  at  138  kv  and  69  kv, 
which  appear  to  be  the  only  feasible 
alternatives.  Because  of  the  time  re¬ 
quired  to  install  an  interconnection  at 
138  kv,  and  because  of  the  limited  num¬ 
ber  of  megawatts  available  at  69  kv,  we 
cannot  now  determine  whether  ^th 
should  be  ordered.  Accordingly,  the  City 
may,  if  it  chooses  to  do  so,  construct  fa¬ 
cilities  which  will  accommodate  an  in¬ 
terconnection  both  at  138  kv  and  at  69  kv. 
Since  we  are  unable  to  conclude  at  this 
time  that  a  synchronous  interconnec¬ 
tion  would  not  impair  the  -  ability  of 
Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  to  render 
adequate  service  to  its  customers  in  the 
CMty  of  Cleveland,  and  since  we  are  un¬ 
able  to  conclude  that  no  imdue  burden 
would  be  placed  on  Cleveland  Electric 
Illuminating  by  a  synchronous  Inter- 
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connection,  we  therefore  find  at  this 
time,  without  prejudice  and  subject  to 
the  hearing  ordered,  that  the  cmly  inac- 
tical  interconnection  at  the  present  time 
is  a  nonsynchronous  interconnection 
with  opoi  switch  so  that  C.E.I.  can  sup¬ 
ply  emergency  energy  to  the  City  if,  as, 
and  whoi  it  can  do  so  without  impairing 
reliability  of  service  to  its  own  customers. 
This  finding  is  subject  to  review  de  novo 
upon  completion  of  the  hearing  herein 
provided. 

Because  of  the  existing  emergency  as 
heretofore  set  forth,  it  appears  necessary 
to  consider  an  order  on  the  continuation 
of  the  five  load  transfer  points  after 
May  17, 1972. 

The  cost  of  any  facilities  to  effect  an 
interconnection  should  be  borne  solely' 
by  the  City  and  since  the  City  would  be 
the  sole  beneficiary  of  a  temporary  inter¬ 
connection  to  meet  the  present  emer¬ 
gency,  it  would  be  appropriate  for  the 
City  to  bear  all  costs  of  the  facilities  as 
may  be  required  by  C.E.I.  to  protect  the 
integrity  of  C.E.I.’s  system.  It  is  appro¬ 
priate,  therefore,  that  the  City  construct 
and  pay  for  all  facilities  to  the  desig¬ 
nated  station  of  C.E.I.  and  that  the  City 
pay  to  C.E.I.  the  cost  of  any  construction 
work  or  any  equipment  to  be  furnished  by 
C.E.I.  in  order  to  facilitate  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  an  interconnection  by  the  City 
and  construction  or  equipment  neces¬ 
sary  to  protect  the  integrity  of  C.E.I’s 
system  because  of  the  interconnection, 
prior  to  the  commencement  of  any 
service. 

It  is  further  appropriate  that  the  City 
take  all  steps  necessary  to  render  its  own 
generating  equipment  operable  and  that 
the  City  of  Cleveland  refrain  from  using 
the  intercOTinection  with  Cleveland  Elec¬ 
tric  Illuminating  imless  and  imtil  all 
available  generation  of  the  City  is  in 
operation,  provided,  however,  that  the 
City  of  Cleveland  may  draw  on  the  inter¬ 
connection  for  up  to  3  hours  while  start¬ 
ing  and  synchronizing  its  own  generat¬ 
ing  equipment.  In  any  event,  the  City 
should  at  all  times  maintain  spinning 
reserves  equal  to  15  percent  of  its  sys¬ 
tem  load,  and  at  no  time  should  the  total 
load  be  carried  on  only  one  generator 
unit. 

Since  many  of  these  issues  are  involved 
in  the  pending  cases  in  consolidated 
Dockets  Nos.  E-7631  and  E-7633,  we 
deem  it  advisable  to  consolidate  Docket 
No.  E-7713  with  these  two  dockets  for 
purposes  of  hearing  and  to  order  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  all  three  dockets  commencing 
March  21,  1972,  to  continue  day  to  day 
until  the  record  is  complete. 

Section  202(c)  places  the  burden  upon 
the  parties  to  agree  on  the  rate,  terms, 
and  conditions  of  service.  We  have  no 
agreement  before  us.  Therefore,  imless 
the  parties  file  an  agreement  in  Docket 
No.  E-7713  on  or  before  March  20,  1972, 
the  hearing  cm  March  21, 1972,  shall  also 
be  for  the  purpose  of  deciding  the  rate, 
terms,  and  conditions  including  facilities 
to  be  employed  in  this  emergency  service. 

On  February  22,  1972,  the  City  of 
Cleveland  filed  a  Motion  of  Cleveland 


for  Oral  Argumoit  in  Docket  No.  E-7713. 
In  the  circumstances,  we  will  deny  the 
motion. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  An  emergency  exists  on  the  City 
of  Cleveland’s  System  by  reason  of  a 
shortage  of  reliable  facilities  for  the  goi- 
eraticxi  of  electric  energy  whenever  the 
City’s  75  MW  unit  is  out  of  service. 

(2)  A  temporary  emergency  intercon¬ 
nection,  as  set  forth  in  ordering  para¬ 
graph  (A)  and  subject  to  the  conditions 
set  forth  in  ordering  paragraphs  (B) 
through  (E)  will  best  meet  the  emer¬ 
gency  and  serve  the  public  interest. 

(3)  The  Motion  of  (Cleveland  for 
Oral  Argument  filed  on  February  22, 
1972,  in  Docket  No.  E-7713,  should  be 
denied. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating 
Co.  shall  permit  the  City  of  Cleveland  to 
establish  a  temporary  emergency  inter¬ 
connection  at  or  near  C.E.I.’s  Lake  Shore 
facility  and,  until  further  order  of  this 
Conunission,  shall  permit  a  temporary, 
69  kv  emergency,  nonsynchronous  inter¬ 
connection,  with  necessary  switches  (H)en 
until  closed  as  hereinafter  provided,  and, 
when  the  switches  are  closed,  to  provide 
up  to  40  MVA  of  emergency  service  when, 
as,  and  if,  C.E.I.  has  energy  available 
without  impairing  service  to  its  own  con¬ 
sumers  and  so  long  as  C.E.I.  is  not,  itself, 
in  an  emergency.  When  an  emergency 
exists  on  the  City’s  System  by  virtue  of 
the  forced  outage  of  its  largest  generator 
or  other  and  further  outages  which  can¬ 
not  be  met  by  the  City’s  own  generation, 
CJI.I.  shall  take  all  steps  necessary  to 
close  the  appropriate  switches  to  deliver 
up  to  40  MVA  to  the  City  upcm  the  City’s 
request,  provided,  however,  that  the  City 
will  operate  all  of  its  own  available  gen¬ 
erating  capacity  before,  or  within  3  hours 
of,  making  the  request  to  C.E.I. 

(B)  All  facilities  to  effect  the  inter¬ 
connection  will  be  constructed  by  the 
City  of  Cleveland  to  C.E.I.’s  Lake  Shore 
facility.  All  costs  of  the  facilities,  includ¬ 
ing  those  of  C.E.I.  to  accranmodate  the 
interconnection  and  to  protect  the  in- 
tegritv  of  C.E.I.’s  System,  shall  be  paid  by 
the  City  of  Cleveland.  Nothing  herein 
shall  preclude  the  City  from  construct¬ 
ing  fsurilities  which  will  accommodate  an 
interconnection  at  138  kv.  The  City  shall 
reimburse  C.E.I.  for  any  costs  Incurred 
in  connection  with  the  interccainecticm 
priOT  to  commencement  of  service. 

(C)  Because  of  the  City’s  operational 
problems  with  its  electrical  plant  system, 
the  approximately  30  MW  of  load  now 
served  by  C.E.I.  to  the  City  shall  be  main¬ 
tained  through  the  existing  five  load 
transfer  interconnection  points  subse¬ 
quent  to  May  17, 1972,  until  further  order 
of  the  Commission.  ’The  rate  and  terms 
of  payment  for  this  service  after  May  17, 
1972,  shall  be  considered  in  the  hearing 
ordered  in  (h),  infra. 

(D)  The  CSty  shall  take  immediate 
steps  to  relieve  the  conditions  which 
made  this  order  necessary,  including,  but 
not  limited  to,  the  installation  of  remote 
control  equipment  for  its  three  gas 
turbines. 


(E)  The  City  shall  at  all  times  main¬ 
tain  spinning  reserves  equal  to  15  per¬ 
cent  of  its  system  load  and  at  no  time 
shall  its  total  load  be  carried  on  only  one 
generating  unit. 

(F)  If  the  parties  do  not  file  an  agree¬ 
ment  in  Docket  No.  E-7713  concerning 
the  rates,  terms,  and  conditions  on  or 
before  March  20,  1972,  the  hearing  on 
March  21,  1972,  shall  include  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  said  rates,  terms,  and  condi¬ 
tions,  including  payment  thereof. 

(G)  The  City’s  Motion  of  Cleveland 
for  Oral  Argument,  filed  on  February  22, 
1972,  is  hereby  denied. 

(H)  The  section  202(c)  emergency 
proceeding  in  Docket  No.  E-7713  shall  be 
consolidated  with  Dockets  Nos.  E-7631 
and  E-7633  for  hearing  and  determina¬ 
tion  purposes.  The  Commission  Order  of 
February  8,  1972,  in  Dockets  Nos.  E-7631 
and  E-7633  is  superseded  to  the  extent 
that  it  provided  for  the  dates  for  the 
filing  of  Staff’s  testimony,  the  filing  of 
rebuttal  testimony,  the  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  date,  and  the  date  to  begin  cross 
examination.  ’Die  consolidated  hearing 
encompassing  Dockets  Nos.  E-7631, 
e;-7633,  and  E-7713  shall  begin  March  21,' 
1972,  at  10  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  in  the  offices  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20426,  before  the 
duly  assigned  Presiding  Examiner.  Staff 
shall  have  until  March  20,  1972,  to  file 
any  direct  testimony  and  exhibits.  Staff 
shall  also  have  the  right  to  enter  into  the 
record  of  this  proceeding  any  testimony 
by  direct  examination  which  it  did  not 
file  in  written  form  by  March  20,  1972, 
and  which  it  believes  is  necessary  in  the 
public  interest  to  complete  the  record. 
This  hearing  shall  include  all  of  the 
issues  in  the  proceeding  in  Dockets  Nos. 
E-7631  and  E-7633.  Specifically,  the 
issues  in  this  proceeding  shall  include: 

(1)  Whether  a  permanent  interconnec¬ 
tion  should  be  ordered  under  section 
202(b)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act;  (2) 
whether  C.E.I.  should  or  should  not 
be  allowed  to  discontinue  the  tempo¬ 
rary,  low  voltage  deliveries  currently 
being  provided  to  the  City  under 
five  load  transfer  points;  (3)  whether 
the  interconnection  should  be  at  69  KV, 
138  KV,  or  both;  (4)  whether  the  inter¬ 
connection  should  be  synchronous  or 
nonssmehronous  at  either  or  both  69  KV 
and  138  feV;  (5)  the  issues  of  rate, 
terms  of  service,  payment  for  service  and 
conditions  for  maintaining  the  five  load 
transfer  points  to  the  extent  that  those 
issues  are  not  agreed  upon  by  the  parties 
prior  to  hearing;  and  (6)  the  issues  of 
rate,  terms  of  service,  pasrment  for  serv¬ 
ice  and  conditions  for  interconnection 
to  the  extent  that  those  issues  are  not 
agreed  upon  by  the  parties  prior  to 
hearing. 

By  the  Commission.^ 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[7R  Doc.72-3966  Filed  3-lS-72;8:48  am] 


*  Dissenting  statement  of  Commissioner 
Carver  filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
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(Docket  No.  CP66-2231 

EL  PASO  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Petition  To  Amend 

March  8, 1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  14,  1972, 
El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Petitioner). 
Post  Office  Box  1492,  El  Paso,  TX  79978, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CT66-223,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  amend  the  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  heretofore  issued  in  said  Docket  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  on  July  8,  1966,  36  FPC  31,  so  as  to 
authorize  the  removal  from  the  ground  of 
certain  field  transmission  lines  previously 
permitted  to  be  abandoned  in  place,  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  petition 
to  amend  which  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

By  order  issued  in  the  subject  docket 
the  Commission  granted  Petitioner  per¬ 
mission  and  approval,  inter  alia,  to  aban¬ 
don  in  place  approximately  3.6  miles  of 
8% -inch  O.D.  and  11.2  miles  of  10% -inch 
O.D.  field  transmission  lines  in  the  Bisti 
area  of  San  Juan  Coimty,  N.  Mex.  Peti¬ 
tioner  states  that  the  held  lines  were  left 
in  place  due  to  the  possibility  of  use  at 
a  future  time  to  transport  gas  antici¬ 
pated  to  be  produced  in  an  adjacent  area. 
Petitioner  further  states  that  no  gas  pro¬ 
duction  has  been  developed  in  the  ad¬ 
jacent  area  and  the  possibility  of  such 
production  is  now  unlikely.  In  order  eco¬ 
nomically  to  utilize  the  pipe  now  in  the 
ground.  Petitioner  requests  authority  to 
remove  the  pipe  from  time  to  time,  as 
needed,  for  reconditioning  and  reuse  in 
its  operations. 

The  total  cost  of  removal  and  repair  of 
the  14.8  miles  of  pipeline  is  estimated  to 
be  $115,000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
■make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend,  should  on  or  before 
March  28,  1972,  hie  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C, 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  hied  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  p>erson  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  hie  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-3967  Piled  3-16-72;8:49  amj 


[Docket  No.  CI72-6601 

LONE  STAR  PRODUCING  CO.  ET  AL. 
Notice  of  Application 

March  13.  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  6,  1972, 
Lone  Star  Producing  Co,  (Applicant), 


301  South  Harwood  Street,  Dallas,  TX 
75201,  hied  in  Docket  No.  CI72-550  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certihcate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  sale  for  resale  of  natural  gas 
in  interstate  commerce  to  United  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Co.  (United)  from  production 
in  the  Oakes  Field,  Claiborne  Parish,  La., 
and  delivery  of  said  gas  for  transporta¬ 
tion  and  redelivery  to  United  in  Webster 
Parish,  La.,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  which  is  on  hie  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  proposes  to  sell  gas  to  United 
within  the  contemplation  of  §  157.29  of 
the  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.29)  and  to  continue  said 
sale  for  1  year  from  the  termination 
of  the  60-day  emergency  period  within 
the  contemplation  of  §  2.70  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  (3eneral  Policy  and  Interpreta¬ 
tions  (18  CFR  2.70).  Applicant  proposes 
to  sell  up  to  4,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  at 
35.0  cents  per  Mcf. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  hling  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desiring 
to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest  with 
reference  to  said  application  should  on 
or  before  March  24,  1972,  hie  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10). 
All  protests  hied  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  it  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  proceed¬ 
ing  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  hie  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this  ap¬ 
plication  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
hied  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  hnds  that  a  grant  of  the  certih¬ 
cate  is  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  hied,  or  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  its  own  motion  believes  that 
a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-4073  Filed  3-16-72:8:56  am) 


[Docket  No.  0172-662) 

PHILLIPS  PETROLEUM  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

March  13,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  6,  1972, 
Phillips  Petroleum  Co.  (Applicant) ,  Bart¬ 
lesville,  Okla.  74004,  hied  in  Docket  No. 
CI72-552  an  application  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
a  certihcate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  exchange  of 
natural  gas  with  Natural  Gas  Pipeline 
Company  of  America  (Natural),  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  hie  with  the  Commissicm 
and  op>en  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  to  deliver  to  Natu¬ 
ral  up  to  a  maximum  daily  volume  of 
10,000  Mcf  of  gas  at  the  tailgate  of  its 
Chocolate  Bayou  Plant  in  Brazoria 
Coimty,  Texas,  until  May  1,  1972,  to  help 
Natural  meet  its  peak  winter  heating 
requirements  in  return  for  thermally 
equivalent  volumes  to  be  delivered  by 
Natural  at  the  Chocolate  Bayou  Plant  or 
another  mutually  agreeable  point  during 
Jime  through  Septemlier  1972.  The  total 
volume  proposed  to  be  delivered  by  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  1  million  Mcf  of  gas. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  15  days 
for  the  hling  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  desiring 
to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  protest  with 
reference  to  said  application  should  on 
or  before  March  24,  1972,  hie  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (18  C7FR  1.8  or  1.10). 

All  protests  hied  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  considered  by  it  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken 
but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  hie  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to.  inter¬ 
vene  is  hied  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  hnds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certihcate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  hied,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  l>e- 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
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unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-4074  PUed  3-16-72;  8: 65  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP72-215] 

ST.  CROIX  VALLEY  NATURAL  GAS 
COMPANY,  INC.,  AND  NORTHERN 
NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

Makch  8,  1972. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  2,  1972, 
St.  Croix  Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Inc. 
(Applicant),  River  Falls,  Wis.  54022, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP72-215  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(a)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  an  order  of  the 
C(Hnmission  directing  Northern  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Respondent)  to  sell  and 
deliver  an  additional  750  Mcf  of  natural 
gas  per  day  to  Applicant,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  requests  the  Commission  to 
order  Respondent  to  increase  its  contract 
demand  to  2,874  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per 
day  from  its  existing  level  of  2,124  Mcf. 
Appli(»int  states  that  it  has  experien<^ 
an  increase  in  the  demand  for  natural 
gas,  which  is  not  due  to  the  expansion  of 
its  existing  distribution  system,  and  in 
January  1972,  requested  Respondent  on 
14  different  days  to  deliver  gas  in  excess 
of  its  contract  demand,  but  was  allowed 
(mly  some  additional  gas  on  11  of  those 
days.  Applicant  further  states  that  it  is 
prevented  vmder  orders  of  the  Public 
Servi<*  Commission  of  Wisconsin  from 
refusing  to  deliver  natural  gas,  when  re¬ 
quested,  to  new  customers  within  areas 
covered  by  such  orders.  Applicant  states 
that  it  has  received  requests  and  is  ob¬ 
ligated  to  provide  natural  gas  service 
prior  to  ccxnmencement  of  the  1972-1973 
heating  seascm  to  125  new  homes,  a  64- 
imit  apartment  building,  a  hospital,  the 
Fine  Arts  Building,  the  College  Pharmacy 
and  four  other  commercial  buildings,  all 
in  River  Falls,  Wis.;  26  new  hcnnes,  two 
apsuiment  buildings,  one  com  dryer,  and 
one  new  commercial  building,  all  in 
Prescott,  Wis.;  and  nine  new  homes  and 
one  com  dryer  in  Hammond,  Wis.,  total¬ 
ing  in  the  aggregate  an  estimated  in¬ 
crease  of  524  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day. 
Also  Applicant  expects  10  homes  in  Pres¬ 
cott.  Wis..  to  convert  to  gas  prior 
to  the  1972-1973  heating  season,  total¬ 
ing  in  the  aggregate  an  estimated  in¬ 
crease  of  15  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed  in¬ 
crease  in  contract  demand  will  enable  it 
to  meet  its  requirements  of  current  non- 
interruptible  customers  and  of  those  new 
customers  which  have  requested  Appli¬ 
cant  for  gas  service  and  which  Applicant 
is  legally  obligated,  up>on  request,  to 
serve. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  April  3, 


1972,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com- 
missicm,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  a(x:ord- 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  (x>nsid- 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve 
to  make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  to  a  prcxreeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing  there¬ 
in  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-3969  Filed  3-16-72:8:49  am] 
[Project  372] 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

Notice  of  Availability  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  for  Inspection 
March  13,  1972. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  on  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1970,  pursuant  to  Commission 
regulations  implementing  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  Public 
Law  91-190,  an  environmental  statement 
on  Southern  California  Edison  Co.’s 
pending  application  for  a  new  license 
under  section  15  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act  for  the  Lower  Tule  River  Hydro¬ 
electric  Project  No.  372  located  in  Tulare 
County,  Calif.,  was  placed  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  files  on  this  project  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection  In  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public  Informa¬ 
tion,  Room  2523,  General  Accounting 
Office  Building,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC.  C(H>ies  of  the  statement  will 
be  available  frcxn  the  National  Technical 
Information  Service,  D^artment  of 
Commerce,  Springfield,  Va.  22151. 

The  project  is  presently  being  operated 
under  an  annual  license  issued  pursuant 
to  provisions  of  section  15  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act.  It  consists  of  a  diversion  dam 
on  the  North  and  South  Forks  of  the 
Middle  Fork  of  the  Tule  River,  a  6-mile 
long  conduit,  a  powerhouse  containing 
two  1,000  kilowatt  generators,  9.5  miles 
of  transmission  line,  and  recreational 
features. 

Any  party  desiring  to  intervene  in  this 
pnxseeding  with  regard  to  environmental 
matters  covered  by  the  National  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  Public  Law 
91-190,  should  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
containing  an  explanation  of  the  inter- 
venor’s  environmental  position  and  set¬ 
ting  forth  the  points  to  be  controverted. 
Petitions  to  intervene  should  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  or  before  May 
15,  1972.  Written  statements  by  parties 
not  wishing  to  intervene  may  also  be 
filed  and  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.72-4076  Filed  3-l&-72;8:56  am] 


[Docket  No.  E-7711] 

SOUTHWESTERN  ELECTRIC  POWER 
CO. 

Order  Suspending  Cancellation  of 
Rate  Schedule 

March  8,  1972. 

On  December  27,  1971.  Southwestern 
Electric  Power  Co.  tendered  for  filing 
with  the  Commission  in  Docket  No. 
E-7711  a  proposed  initial  rate  schedule 
designated  REA.  Southwestern  proposes 
to  make  such  rate  schedule  applicable  to 
its  wholesale  electric  service  to  rural  elec¬ 
tric  ccMperatives  in  Texas  and  Louisiana.' 
On  February  7,  1972,  Southwestern  filed 
in  this  d(x;ket  a  notice  of  cancellation  of 
its  FPC  rate  schedule  No.  56  under  which 
Southwestern  sells  electric  power  to 
Tex-La  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  of 
Quitman,  Tex.,  for  resale  to  Tex-La’s  dis¬ 
tribution  cooperative  members.  South¬ 
western  proposed  an  effective  date  of 
February  29, 1972,'  for  the  cancellation  of 
rate  schedule  FPC  No.  56  and  proposed  to 
make  rate  schedule  REA  available  for 
service  on  the  same  date. 

The  pleadings  filed  in  this  docket  in¬ 
dicate  the  company  may  have  no  con¬ 
tractual  right  to  cancel  or  terminate 
Rate  Schedule  No.  56  under  present  (dr- 
cumstances,  and  in  addition  cancellation 
of  Rate  Schedule  No.  56  may  not  be  in 
the  public  interest.  In  order  to  assure 
continued  service  to  Southwestern  to 
Tex-La  and  the  continued  proper  sched¬ 
uling  of  power  produced  from  the  Nar¬ 
rows  Dam  Reservoir  Project,  all  as 
provided  for  imder  the  terms  of  Rate 
Schedule  No.  56,  it  appears  the  pressed 
notice  of  cancellation  should  be  sus¬ 
pended  pending  further  inquiry  by  the 
Commission  into  the  facts  and  circum¬ 
stances  involved  in  this  case,  and  pend¬ 
ing  such  further  orders  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  as  may  be  required. 

Section  35.15  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  under  the  Federal  Power  Act 
provides  that  notice  of  cancellation  or 
termination  of  a  rate  schedule  be  given 
at  least  30  days  prior  to  the  date  such 
cancellation  or  termination  is  pre^osed  to 
take  effect;.  Southwestern’s  notice  of 
cancellation  of  Rate  Schedule  No.  56  was 
filed  on  February  7,  1972,  and  the  can¬ 
cellation  thus  cannot  become  effective 
imder  the  Commission’s  r^ulations 
prior  to  March  9,  1972.  The  suspension 
period  will  therefore  be  measured  from 
March  9, 1972,  that  date  representing  the 
earliest  date  on  which  the  proposed 
cancellation  could  become  effective.* 

‘Bossier  Rural  Eaectrlc  Membership  Corp., 
Bossier  City,  La.;  Bowle-Cass  Electric  Co¬ 
operative,  Inc.,  Douglasville,  Tex.;  Deep  East 
Texas  Electric  Coop.,  Inc.,  San  Augustine, 
Tex.;  Panola-Harrlson  Electric  Coop.,  Inc.,, 
Marshall,  Tex.;  Rusk  County  Electric  Coop¬ 
erative,  Inc.,  Henderson,  Tex.;  Upshur-Rural 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Ollmer,  Tex.; 
Valley  Electric  Membership  Corp.,  Natchito¬ 
ches,  La.;  Wood  County  Electric  Cooperative, 
Inc.,  Quitman,  Tex. 

•The  effective  date  Is  determined  by  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  filing  date  of  February  7,  1972, 
and  la  not  affected  by  the  Issuance  of  pub¬ 
lic  notice  herein  on  February  28,  1972,  pro¬ 
viding  for  comments  to  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  22,  1972. 
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The  Commission  finds;  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  in 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  that  the  notice  of  can¬ 
cellation  of  Rate  Schedule  No.  56  filed 
by  Southwestern  Power  Co.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  7,  1972,  be  suspended  as  herein¬ 
after  provided. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  notice  of  cancellation  of 
FPC  Rate  Schedule  No.  56  filed  herein 
on  February  7,  1972,  is  suspended  pend¬ 
ing  further  order  of  the  Commission, 
provided  however  that  such  suspension 
shall  not  extend  beyond  August  9,  1972, 
such  date  representing  a  suspension  pe¬ 
riod  of  5  months  beyond  the  earliest 
possible  effective  date  of  March  9,  1972. 

(B)  During  the  suspension  period  or 
until  further  order  of  the  Commission, 
Southwestern  shall  continue  to  provide 
service  to  Tex-La  under  Rate  Schedule 
No.  56  and  shall  also  continue  pursuant  to 
Rate  Schedule  No.  56  the  proper  sched¬ 
uling  of  power  from  the  Narrow's  Dam 
Reservoir  Project. 

(C)  Southwestern  is  directed  to  re¬ 
mit  to  the  Commission  within  10  days 
from  the  date  of  this  order  the  siun  of 
$100  as  payment  of  the  filing  fee  for  its 
notice  of  cancellation  as  required  by 
§  36.2  of  the  Commission’s  regulations 
under  the  Federal  Power  Act. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  r)oc.72-3968  Filed  3-16-72:8:49  am] 


NATIONAL  GAS  SURVEY 

Order  Amending  Order  Prescribing 
Procedures 

March  9,  1972. 

By  order  issued  December  21,  1971,  the 
Commission  directed  that  a  study  and 
analysis  of  natural  gas  reserves  be  con¬ 
ducted  and  prescribed  procedures  for  its 
undertaking.  In  ordering  paragraph  (C) 
of  that  order,  the  Commission  noted  that 
the  procedures  therein  specified  did  not 
preclude  the  imdertaking  of  such  other 
procedures  or  reserves  studies  or  the  ob¬ 
taining  of  such  further  information  or 
data  relating  to  gas  supply  as  may  be 
determined  by  the  Commission  or  Staff 
to  be  necessary  or  appropriate  in  carry¬ 
ing  out  the  Commission’s  National  Gas 
Survey  to  serve  the  public  interest. 

The  procedures  set  forth  in  that  order 
established  independent  reserve  teams,  to 
be  made  up  of  geologists,  engineers  and 
other  professional  staff  members  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  to  review' 
data  ordinarily  needed  to  determine  gas 
reserves,  with  assistance,  as  available, 
from  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey,  U.S. 
Bureau  of  Mines,  and  from  colleges  and 
universities.  These  independent  reserve 
teams  would  make  independent  reserve 
estimations  of  selected  natural  gas  fields 
In  the  o£Bces  of  the  various  companies, 
transmitting  those  estimations  on  a  con¬ 
fidential  basis  to  the  reserve  team 
supervisor. 

The  Commission  reiterates  the  need 
for  protecting  the  confidentiality  of  pro¬ 


prietary  information.  The  Commission 
recognizes  that  the  publicizing  of  such 
information  would  have  an  inhibiting 
effect  upon  future  exploration  for  natu¬ 
ral  gas  reserves  since  speculators  could 
equally  benefit  with  those  companies 
willing  to  make  geological  and  geophysi¬ 
cal  expenditures.  Therefore,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  reafiOrms  ordering  paragraph  (B)  of 
its  December  21  order  which  reads  as 
follows: 

Any  nonpublic  commercial  Information 
concerning  an  individual  natural  gas  com¬ 
pany’s  reserves  obtained  during  the  course 
of  this  survey  and  analysts  shall  be  treated 
as  confidential  without  public  disclosure  by 
the  staff  of  the  Commission  and  its  agents, 
including  any  accounting  firm  selected  by  the 
Conunlsslon  to  assist  in  this  survey  and 
analysis,  unless  otherwise  directed  by  the 
Commission.  The  provisions  of  Section  8(b) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  [16  U.S.C.  717g(b)] 
and  6  U.S.C.  662(b)  (4)  and  (9)  [Freedom  of 
Information  Act]  shall  apply. 

Among  the  security  considerations 
prescribed  to  preserve  that  confidential¬ 
ity,  the  Commission  required  in  its  order 
that  all  company-furnished  data  be 
evaluated  at  the  companies’  offices  with 
no  data  or  worksheets  leaving  the  prem¬ 
ises.  Worksheets  generated  by  independ¬ 
ent  reserve  teams  were  to  be  preserved 
in  the  companies’  offices  until  July  1, 
1974.  Upon  reconsideration,  we  believe 
that  the  confidentiality  of  such  work¬ 
sheets  as  are  prepared  by  independent 
reserve  teams  may  be  better  protected  if 
those  worksheets  are  returned  to  the 
Commission’s  offices  in  Washington,  D.C. 
to  the  custody  of  the  Technical  Director 
of  the  National  Gas  Survey,  who  shall 
take  all  steps  necessary  for  protecting 
the  security  of  these  worksheets. 

The  Commission  finds: 

The  objectives  of  the  National  Gas 
Survey  will  be  served  by  maintaining  the 
worksheets  generated  by  the  independent 
reserve  teams  in  a  central  repository, 
properly  secured. 

It  is  in  the  public  interest  that  such 
worksheets  be  retained  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  subject  to  further  order. 

The  Commission  orders; 

(A)  The  procedures  approved  in  Para¬ 
graph  n  A  of  Appendix  A  to  the  “Order 
Directing  Study  and  Analysis  of  Natural 
Gas  Reserves  and  Prescribing  Procedures 
for  the  National  Gas  Survey”  (Decem¬ 
ber  21,  1971)  is  hereby  amended  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Paragraphs  B  and  C,  infra. 

(B)  Worksheets  generated  by  the  in¬ 
dependent  reserve  teams  in  the  course 
of  their  independent  reserve  estimations 
shall  be  returned  to  the  Commission’s 
Washington,  D.C.,  offices  and  there  pre¬ 
served  in  the  custody  of  the  Technical 
Director  of  the  National  Gas  Survey, 
subject  to  further  order, 

(C)  The  confidentiality  of  these  work¬ 
sheets  shall  be  maintained  without  public 
disclosure  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  8(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  717g(b)]  and  5  U.S.C.  552(b)(4) 
and  (9)  [Freedom  of  Information  Act], 
subject  to  further  order. 

By  the  Commi^ion. 

[SEALl  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-3970  FUed  3-16-72:8:49  am] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

COUNTY  NATIONAL 
BANCORPORATION 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Coimty  National  Bancorporation,  Clay¬ 
ton.  Mo.,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  UH.C.  1842 
(a)  (3))  to  acquire  not  less  than  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Big  Bend 
Bank,  Webster  Groves,  Missouri  (Bank) . 

Notice  of  receipt  of  the  application  has 
been  given  in  accordance  with  section 
3(b)  of  the  Act,  and  the  time  for  filing 
comments  and  views  has  expired.  The 
Board  has  considered  the  application  and 
all  comments  received  in  light  of  the 
factors  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  approved  for  the  reasons  set 
forth  in  the  Board’s  Statement*  of  this 
date,  provided  that  the  transaction  shall 
not  be  consummated  (a)  before  the  30th 
calendar  day  following  the  date  of  this 
order  or  (b)  later  than  3  months  after 
the  date  of  this  order,  unless  such  period 
is  extended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board, 
or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St. 
Louis  pursuant  to  delegated  authority, 
and  provided  fiirther  that  upon  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposed  transaction.  Ap¬ 
plicant  shall  not  retain  or  acquire  any 
nonbank  shares  or  engage  in  any  non¬ 
banking  activities  to  a  greater  extent  or 
for  a  longer  period  than  would  apply  in 
the  case  of  a  bank  holding  company 
which  became  such  on  the  date  of  such 
consummation,  except  to  the  extent 
otherwise  permitted  in  any  regulation  of 
the  Board  hereafter  adopted  specifically 
relating  to  the  effect  of  the  acquisition  of 
an  additional  bank  on  the  status  of  non¬ 
bank  shares  and  activities  of  a  one-bank 
holding  company  formed  prior  to  1971,  or 
imless  the  Board  fails  to  adopt  any  such 
regulation  before  the  expiration  of  2 
years  after  the  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
March  9, 1972. 

[seal]  Tynan  Smito, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.72-3978  Piled  3-16-72:8:49  am] 


FIRST  NATIONAL  CHARTER  CORP. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

First  National  Charter  Corp.,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  imder  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)  (3) )  to  acquire  100  percent  of  the 


^  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20561,  or  to  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  of  St.  Louis.  Dissenting  Statement 
of  Governors  Robertson,  Brimmer,  and  Shee¬ 
han  filed  as  part  of  the  original  document  and 
available  upon  request. 

*  Voting  fcM’  this  action:  Chairman  Bums, 
and  Governors  Mitchell,  Daane,  and  Malsel, 
Voting  against  this  action;  Governors  Rob¬ 
ertson,  Brimmer,  and  Sheehan. 
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voting  shares  (less  directors’  qualifying 
shares)  of  the  Livestock  National  Bank, 
Kansas  CTity,  Mo.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)), 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas  City. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  his  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  April  6,  1972. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  March  10,  1972. 

[seal]  Michael  A.  Greenspan, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.72-3979  Piled  3-15-72;8:49  am] 


HUNTINGTON  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Huntington  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  imder  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3)  to  acquire  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  the  First 
National  Bank  of  Kenton,  Kenton,  Ohio. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tion  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ) . 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleve¬ 
land.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  his  views 
in  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys¬ 
tem,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  not  later  than  April  6,  1972. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  March  10,  1972. 

[seal]  Michael  A.  Greenspan, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.72-3980  Piled  3-15-72:8:49  am] 


JEFFERSON  BANCORP,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Jefferson  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Miami  Beach, 
Fla.,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C,  1842(a)  (3) ) 
to  acquire  100  percent  of  the  voting 
shares  (less  directors’  qualifying  shares) 
of  Jefferson  National  Bank  at  Kendall, 
Miami,  Fla.  The  factors  that  are  con¬ 
sidered  in  acting  on  the  application  are 
set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

'The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  his  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  not  later  than  April  6,  1972. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  March  10,  1972. 

[seal]  Michael  A.  Greenspan, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
|PR  Doc.72-3923  Piled  3-16-72;8:47  am] 


MERCANTILE.  BANCORPORATION, 
INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Mercantile  Bancorporation,  Inc.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  at  least  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Trenton  Na¬ 
tional  Bank,  Trenton,  Mo.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the  ap¬ 
plication  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  his  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  April  5, 1972. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  March  9,  1972. 

I  SEAL]  Michael  A.  Greenspan, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.72-3981  Piled  3-15-72;8:49  ami 


OLD  COLONY  CO-OPERATIVE  BANK 

Order  Approving  Retention  of  Bank 

and  Continuation  of  Activities  of 

Thrift  Institution 

Old  Colony  Co-operative  Bank,  Provi¬ 
dence,  R.I.,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  sections  3(a)(1)  and  4 
(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1)  and  1843(a) 
(8))  to  retain  87.15  percent  or  more  of 
the  voting  shares  of  the  Newport  Na¬ 
tional  Bank.  Newport,  R.I.,  and  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  engage  in  the  activities  of  a 
thiift  institution. 

Pursuant  to  section  3(b)  of  the  Act, 
the  Board  gave  written  notice  of  receipt 
of  the  application  to  retain  voting  shares 
of  a  bank  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Cur¬ 
rency  and  requested  his  views  and  rec¬ 
ommendation:  the  Comptroller  recom¬ 
mended  approval.  Additionally,  the  Bank 
Commissioner  and  the  Director  of  the 
Department  of  Business  Regulation  for 
the  State  of  Rhode  Island  recommended 
that  the  applications  be  approved. 

Notices  regarding  the  receipt  of  the 
applications  and  the  Board’s  decision  to 
conduct  a  hearing  with  respect  to  the 
applications  were  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  November  12,  1971  (36 
F.R.  21708,  21710).  The  hearing  was  held 
before  available  members  of  the  Board 
on  November  29,  1971.  All  persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  give  testimony,  present  evidence 
or  otherwise  participate  in  the  hearing 


were  permitted  to  do  so.  ’Time  for  filing 
additional  comments  and  views  has  ex¬ 
pired:  all  those  received  and  the  entire 
record  of  the  hearing  have  been  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Board. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record  and  other 
relevant  material,  the  applications  are 
approved  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
Board’s  statement '  of  this  date. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,’ 
March  9,  1972. 

[seal]  Tynan  Smith, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.72-3922  Filed  3-15-72;8:46  am] 

OFFICE  OF  EMERGENCY 
PREPAREDNESS 

MAINE 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
me  by  the  President  under  Executive 
Order  11575  of  December  31,  1970:  and 
by  virtue  of  the  Act  of  December  31, 1970, 
entitled  “Disaster  Relief  Act  of  1970’’  (84 
Stat.  1744),  as  amended  by  Public  Law 
92-209  (85  Stat.  742) :  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  March  7,  1972,  the  Presi¬ 
dent  declared  a  major  disaster  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damages  In 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Maine  from 
severe  storms  and  flooding,  beginning  about 
February  18,  1972,  are  of  sufllclent  severity 
and  magnitude  to  warrant  a  major  disaster 
declaration  under  Public  Law  91-606. 1  there¬ 
fore  declare  that  such  a  major  disaster  exists 
In  the  State  of  Maine.  You  are  to  determine 
the  speclflc  areas  within  the  State  eligible 
for  Federal  assistance  under  this  declaration. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  the 
President  under  Executive  Order  11575 
to  administer  the  Disaster  Relief  Act  of 
1970  (Public  Law  91-606,  as  amended) , 
I  hereby  appoint  Mr,  Albert  D,  O’Connor, 
Regional  Director,  OEP  Region  1,  to  act 
as  the  Federal  Coordinating  Officer  to 
perform  the  duties  specified  by  section 
201  of  that  Act  for  this  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  in  the  State  of  Maine  to  have  been 
adversely  affected  by  this  declared  major 
disaster: 

The  Counties  of : 

Cumberland  Sagadahoc 

Lincoln  York 

Dated:  March  10, 1972. 

G.  A.  Lincoln, 

Director, 

Office  of  Emergency  Preparedness. 

|FR  Doc.72-3987  Piled  3-15-72:8:60  am] 

'Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 
Copies  available  upon  request  to  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  or  to  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 

*  Voting  few  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Robertson,  Mitchell,  Daane, 
Maisel,  Brimmer,  and  Sheehan. 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[813-3123] 

ABACUS  FUND,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for  an 
Order 

March  9,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Abacus 
Fund,  Inc.  (Abacus),  76  Beaver  Street, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10015,  a  Delaware  cor¬ 
poration,  registered  as  a  closed-end,  non- 
diversifled,  management  investment 
company,  has  filed  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  17(d)  of  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (Act)  and 
Rule  17d-l  thereunder  for  an  order  per¬ 
mitting  the  participation  of  Abacus  with 
Prank  A.  Weil  (Weil)  und  Peter  J.  Sharp 
(Sharp)  and  persons  controlled  by  them 
in  the  prc^iosed  merger  of  Abacus  into 
Paine,  Webber,  Jackson  St  Curtis,  Inc. 
(PWJC)  and  certain  related  transac¬ 
tions,  described  below.  All  interested  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Commission  for  a  state¬ 
ment  of  the  representations  therein, 
which  are  summarized  below. 

Proposed  Merger  of  Abacus  Into  PWJC 

1.  Parties.  Abacus  has  reached  an 
agreement  with  PWJC,  providing  for  the 
merger  of  Abacus  into  PWJC,  with  PWJC 
being  the  surviving  corporation.  The 
terms  of  such  merger  are  set  forth  in 
an  agreement  and  plan  of  merger  (here¬ 
inafter  “Merger  Agreement”)  between 
Abacus  and  PWJC. 

PWJC  is  a  Delaware  corporation  regis¬ 
tered  as  a  broker-dealer  under  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  as  an 
investment  adviser  under  the  Investment 
Advisers  Act  of  1940.  PWJC  is  engaged 
primarily  in  providing  individual  and  in¬ 
stitutional  clients  with  services  in  con- 
necton  wth  the  purchase  and  sale  of 
securities  and  in  providing  corporate  and 
governmental  clients  with  investment 
banking  services.  PWJC  is  a  member  of 
the  New  York  Stock  Exchange,  the 
American  Stock  Exchange,  and  other 
securities  and  commodities  exchanges  in 
the  United  States.  PWJC  is  also  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  National  Association  of  Secu¬ 
rities  Dealers,  Inc. 

Simultaneously  with  the  execution  of 
the  agreement  and  plan  of  merger.  Aba¬ 
cus,  PWJC,  Prank  A.  Weil  and  Peter  J. 
Sharp  will  enter  into  a  supplemental 
agreement  for  the  purpose  of  setting 
forth  certain  representations  which  each 
of  them  is  making  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  merger. 

Mr.  Weil  is  a  director,  president,  and 
chief  executive  o£Bcer  of  Abacus.  Mr. 
Weil,  persons  controlled  by  him,  includ¬ 
ing  certain  family  trusts  of  which  he  is  a 
trustee,  members  of  his  family  and  trusts 
for  their  benefit,  together  own,  bene¬ 
ficially  and  of  record,  834,056  shares  of 
Abacus,  or  approximately  25  percent  of 
the  outstanding  shares  of  Abacus.  Mr. 
Sharp  is  a  director  and  chairman  of  the 
executive  committee  of  Abacus.  Mr. 
Sharp,  and  persons  controlled  by  him. 


including  certain  real  estate  corporations 
and  pcurtnerships  in  which  he  has  sub¬ 
stantial  interests,  together  own,  bene¬ 
ficially  and  of  record  787,393  shares  of 
Abacus  or  approximately  23  percent  of 
the  outstanding  shares  of  Abacus.  Mr. 
Weil  and  Mr.  Sharp  are  the  two  princi¬ 
pal  shareholders  of  Abacus. 

2.  Background.  In  1967,  management 
of  Abacus  began  an  effort  to  change 
Abacus  from  a  registered  investment 
company  to  a  company  with  operating 
interests  in  the  area  of  financial  and 
related  services.  The  initial  step  taken 
to  implement  this  policy  was  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  in  1969  of  Douglas  L.  Elliman  Co. 
(Inc.)  (Elliman)  and  Star  Capital  Corp. 
(Star)  from  Peter  J.  Sharp  and  entities 
controlled  by  him.  In  late  1970  and  early 
1971,  it  became  apparent  that  there  were 
significant  differences  between  Mr.  Weil 
and  Mr.  Sharp  as  to  the  business  poli¬ 
cies  which  Abacus  should  pursue.  Be¬ 
tween  January  and  May  of  1971,  Mr. 
Sharp  and  persons  affiliated  with  Mr. 
Sharp  stated  in  certain  filings  with  the 
Commission  that  they  intended  to  so¬ 
licit  proxies  against  the  reelection  of  the 
incumbent  management,  including  Mr. 
Weil.  In  June  1971,  in  an  effort  to  re¬ 
solve  the  situation,  an  agreement  was 
entered  into  between  Weil  and  certain 
affiliated  persons  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Sharp  and  certain  affiliated  persons  on 
the  other  providing,  among  other  things, 
for  (i)  rights  of  first  refusal  between 
the  Weil  and  Sharp  groups  with  respect 
to  transfers  of  shares  of  Abacus  common 
stock,  (ii)  certain  minimal  representa¬ 
tion  and  voting  rights  on  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  Abacus  and  Star  by  the 
Sharp  group,  (iii)  the  pro  rata  distribu¬ 
tion  to  Abacus  stockholders  of  the  out¬ 
standing  stock  of  Elliman  pursuant  to  a 
registration  statement  xmder  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  of  1933,  (iv)  subject  to  requi¬ 
site  approvals  imder  the  Act,  the  pur¬ 
chase  by  Sharp  or  a  third  party  accept¬ 
able  to  Sharp  of  the  ABJ  notes  at  a  price 
equal  to  a  bona  fide  offer  which  Abacus 
might  receive  from  an  unaffiliated  party, 
and  (V)  subsequent  to  the  spin-off  of  Elli¬ 
man,  and  subject  to  requisite  approvals 
under  the  Act,  the  making  by  Abacus  of 
a  tender  offer  for  shares  of  its  common 
stock  at  net  asset  value  subject  to  certain 
adjustments.  Said  agreement  was  ter¬ 
minated  on  February  17, 1972. 

The  Board  of  Directors  of  Abacus  state 
that  the  proposed  merger  with  PWJC 
affords  Abacus  a  means  of  achieving  its 
policy  to  change  Abacus  from  a  regis¬ 
tered  investment  company  to  a  company 
with  operating  interests  in  the  area  of 
financial  and  related  services. 

3.  Terms  of  the  proposed  merger.  The 
following  are  the  principal  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  proposed  merger,  and 
transactions  related  thereto,  set  forth  in 
the  merger  agreement  between  Abacus 
and  PWJC,  and  the  supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  betweoi  Abacus,  PWJC,  Mr.  Weil 
and  Mr.  Sharp  and  certain  related 
dociunents. 

(a)  Conversion  of  shares.  The  merger 
agreement  provides  that  each  share  of 
Abacus  common  stock  that  is  issued  and 
outstanding  on  the  date  of  the  merger 


(exclusive  of  shares  held  by  Abacus  in 
its  treasury  and  shares  as  to  which  the 
cash  option  is  elected)  will  be  converted 
into  one-half  share  of  PWJC  common 
stock  and  one-half  share  of  PWJC  pre¬ 
ferred  stock.  Each  share  of  PWJC  pre¬ 
ferred  stock  will  carry  a  cumulative 
annual  dividend  of  $1.30,  will  have  a 
voluntary  and  involimtary  liquidation 
preference  of  $20  per  share,  and  will  be 
convertible  into  1  Yt  shares  of  PWJC  com¬ 
mon  stock,  subject  to  adjustment  in  cer¬ 
tain  events.  The  PWJC  preferred  stock 
will  not  be  redeemable  until  5  years  after 
the  date  of  the  merger  except  as  required 
by  the  rules  of  the  New  York  Stock  Ex¬ 
change  (the  NYSE),  and  thereafter  it 
will  be  redeemable  at  the  option  of  PWJC 
at  a  price  of  $20  p>er  share.  The  PWJC 
preferred  stock  will  have  one-fifth  vote 
per  share,  voting  together  with  PWJC 
common  stock,  plus  additional  voting 
rights  in  certain  events,  including  de¬ 
faults  in  the  payment  of  dividends  in  the 
PWJC  preferred  stock. 

No  fractional  shares  representing 
PWJC  conunon  and  preferred  stock  will 
be  issued  in  the  merger.  In  lieu  thereof 
each  Abacus  stockholder  entitled  to  re¬ 
ceive  a  fractional  share  of  PWJC  com¬ 
mon  and  preferred  stock  will  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  during  the  period  of  30 
days  following  the  date  of  the  merger, 
through  the  Exchange  Agent,  to  consoli¬ 
date  his  fractional  interests  into  one  full 
share  of  PWJC  common  and  preferred 
stock  by  purchasing  and  paying  for  the 
necessary  additional  fractional  interests 
or  to  sell  his  fractional  interests  and 
obtain  the  proceeds  thereof.  Any  frac¬ 
tional  interest  wdth  respect  to  which  in¬ 
structions  are  not  received  within  the 
prescribed  period  will  be  sold  and  the 
proceeds  held  for  the  holder. 

Based  on  the  number  of  shares  of 
Abacus  common  stock  outstanding  on 
February  7,  1972,  the  record  date  for  the 
meeting,  and  assuming  that  (i)  the  cash 
option  described  below  is  elected  by  Mr. 
Sharp  and  certain  persons  controlled  by 
him  as  to  673,684  shares,  as  may  be  re¬ 
quired  by  the  supplemental  agreement, 
and  (ii)  all  other  Abacus  stockholders 
elect  to  receive  PWJC  common  and  pre¬ 
ferred  stock  in  the  merger,  the  munber  of 
shares  of  PWJC  common  and  preferred 
stock  to  be  issued  by  PWJC  in  the  merger 
will  be  1,313,397  of  each  class.  Messrs. 
Sharp  and  Weil  have  agreed  pursuant  to 
the  terms  of  the  supplemental  agreement 
to  vote  all  their  shares,  and  cause  all 
persons  controlled  by  them  to  vote  all 
their  shares,  in  favor  of  the  merger. 

All  the  directors  of  Abacus  (except  Mr. 
Sharp)  have  advised  Abacus  that  they 
and  their  associates  will  accept  the  PWJC 
securities  in  connection  writh  the  merger. 
Mr.  Sharp  has  agreed,  pursuant  to  the 
supplemental  agreement,  that  he  and  en¬ 
tities  controlled  by  him  will  elect  to  re¬ 
ceive  PWJC  securities  for  not  less  than 
100,000  or  more  than  200,000  of  the  773,- 
684  shares  of  Abacus  common  stock 
owned  beneficially  by  them.  Including  in 
the  case  of  partnerships  controlled  by 
Mr.  Sharp,  only  that  number  of  shares 
representiiig  his  pro  rata  ownership  in¬ 
terest.  Certain  other  substantial  stock- 
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holders  of  Abacus  have  advised  that  they 
intend  to  accept  the  PWJC  securities. 
The  number  of  Abacus  shares  to  be  ex¬ 
changed  for  PWJC  securities  by  the  fore¬ 
going  persons  (including  the  minimum 
of  100,000  shares  to  be  exchanged  by  Mr. 
Sharp)  exceeds  40  percent  of  the  out¬ 
standing  Abacus  common  stock. 

(b)  Cash  option.  The  merger  agree¬ 
ment  states  that  in  lieu  of  receiving 
shares  of  PWJC  common  and  preferred 
stock,  shareholders  of  Abacus  will  have 
the  option  to  elect  to  receive  cash  in  an 
amount  equal  to  the  net  asset  value  of 
their  shares  of  Abacus  common  stock  on 
the  date  of  the  merger,  estimated  to  be 
$15.60  per  share.  Election  of  the  cash 
option  may  be  made  from  the  time  of 
solicitation  of  proxies  until  5  p.m..  New 
York  time,  on  March  24,  1972.  In  order 
to  elect  the  cash  option,  shareholders  of 
Abacus  must  tender  their  common  stock 
certificates  to  Abacus,  pursuant  to  a  let¬ 
ter  of  transmittal.  Payment  for  shares 
tendered  pursuant  to  the  cash  option  will 
be  made  as  promptly  as  p>ossible  after  the 
merger  becomes  effective.  If  the  merger 
is  abandoned,  the  certificates  tendered 
pursuant  to  the  cash  option  will  be  re- 
tiu-ned  promptly  following  such  aban¬ 
donment  to  those  tendering. 

The  supplemental  agreement  requires 
that  Peter  J.  Sharp  and  certain  p)ersons 
controlled  by  him  elect  the  cash  option 
with  respect  to  all  but  100,000  but  not 
more  than  200,000  of  the  shares  of 
Abacus  common  stock  which  are  owned 
by  them  at  the  date  of  the  merger,  in¬ 
cluding,  in 'the  case  of  partnerships  con¬ 
trolled  by  Mr.  Sharp,  only  that  niunber 
of  shares  representing  his  pro  rata 
ownership  interest. 

(c)  Distribution  of  Douglas  L.  Elli- 
man  &  Co.  shares.  The  Merger  Agree¬ 
ment  requires  that  Abacus  use  its  best 
efforts  to  distribute  to  its  stockholders 
(prior  to  the  consummation  of  the 
merger),  on  a  pro  rata  basis,  the  out¬ 
standing  common  stock  of  Elliman,  all 
of  which  is  presently  owned  by  Abaciis. 
Elliman  is  a  New  York  corporation  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  real  estate  management 
and  brokerage  business.  A  registration 
statement  (Pile  No.  2-41452)  covering 
such  distribution  has  been  filed  under 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  All  expenses 
in  connection  with  such  registration 
statement  are  to  be  paid  by  Abacus.  The 
fair  value  of  the  outstanding  common 
stock  of  Elliman,  as  determined  by  the 
Board  of  Directors  of  the  fund,  is 
$5,080,320  in  the  aggregate  or  $1.54  per 
outstanding  share  of  common  stock  of 
the  fund.  There  is  no  assurance  as  to 
the  price  at  which  the  Elliman  shares 
will  trade  subsequent  to  the  distribution. 
Completion  of  the  distribution  of  the 
Elliman  shares  is  a  condition  to  the  ob¬ 
ligation  of  both  Abacus  and  PWJC  un¬ 
der  the  proj>osed  merger  agreement.  It 
is  anticipated  that  Elliman  shares  will 
be  distributed  after  the  date  of  the  stock¬ 
holders  meeting  and  prior  to  the  merger, 
if  the  merger  is  approved  by  Abacus 
shareholders.  The  rate  at  which  Abacus 
shares  will  be  converted  into  PWJC 
shares  has  been  determined  on  the  as¬ 
sumption  that  the  distribution  will  have 
been  completed  prior  to  the  merger,  and. 


accordingly,  completion  of  the  distribu¬ 
tion  is  also  a  condition  to  the  obligation 
of  Abacus  under  the  proposed  merger 
agreement. 

Mr.  Weil  and  Andrew  E.  Norman,  a 
director  of  Abacus,  propose  to  enter  into 
an  agreement  with  Elliman,  simultane¬ 
ous  with  the  execution  of  the  merger 
agreement  and  supplemental  agreement, 
which  provides  that  Mr.  Weil  and  Mr. 
Norman,  members  of  their  families,  and 
trusts  for  their  families’  benefit  (WeU 
Group)  will  be  entitled  during  the  2- 
year  period  commencing  September  1, 
1972,  to  (i)  reqmre  the  registration  by 
Elliman,  under  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933,  on  one  occasion  only,  of  not  less 
than  50,000  shares  of  Elliman  common 
stock  and  (ii)  to  have  any  such  shares 
included  in  any  registration  statement 
filed  by  Elliman  imder  such  Act  cover¬ 
ing  shares  of  its  capital  stock,  other  than 
a  registration  statement  in  connection 
with  employee  benefit  plans  or  an  ac¬ 
quisition,  merger  or  exchange  of  stock. 
The  expenses  of  registration  of  shares 
solely  for  the  benefit  of  the  Weil  group 
pursuant  to  this  agreement  shall  be 
paid  by  the  Weil  group  up  to  $20,000  and 
any  amount  in  excess  thereof  by  Elli¬ 
man.  'The  Weil  group  shall,  in  any  case, 
pay  all  fees  and  expenses  of  coimsel  for 
the  Weil  group  in  connection  with  reg¬ 
istration  of  their  shares. 

(d)  Sale  of  promissory  notes  of  ABJ 
Co.  The  sale  of  the  ABJ  notes  by  Abacus 
to  Mr.  Sharp  or  his  affiliate  is  one  of  the 
conditions  of  the  proposed  merger. 

Abacus  and  Sharp  have  agreed  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  purchase  agreement  dated 
November  17,  1971,  that  Sharp,  or  an 
affiliate  of  his,  will  purchase  from  Abacus 
three  5  percent  secured  promissory  notes 
of  ABJ  Co.  (ABJ),  a  New  York  partner¬ 
ship  engaged  in  the  real  estate  business 
of  which  Sharp  is  a  general  partner  and 
in  which  Sharp  owns  more  than  a  99  per¬ 
cent  interest.  The  notes  are  in  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amounts  of  $1,500,000  maturing 
June  2,  1972,  $1,666,628  maturing  Jime  2, 

1974,  and  $1,500,000  maturing  June  2, 

1975,  or  in  the  aggregate  principal 

amount  of  $4,666,628.  The  purchase  price 
of  the  ABJ  notes  will  be  computed  on 
the  date  of  purchase  to  represent  ah  ef¬ 
fective  yield  of  12  percent  per  annum 
to  maturity  and  will  reflect  a  discount 
from  the  principal  amoimts  of  such 
notes.  If  the  sale  is  consiunmated  on 
March  29,  1972,  as  presntly  con¬ 

templated,  such  price  would  be 
$4,050,197. 

Prior  to  Sharp’s  agreement  with 
Abacus  to  purchase  the  notes.  Ford  Mo¬ 
tor  Credit  Co.,  a  financing  and  lending 
institution,  expressed  to  Abacus,  in  a 
letter  of  intent  dated  November  1,  1971, 
an  interest  to  purchase  the  ABJ  notes  at 
the  same  yield,  upon  payment  of  a  $46,- 
666  deposit  by  Abacus  and  upon  certain 
changes  in  the  security  provisions  of  the 
notes.  The  letter  of  intent  stipulated  that 
should  a  committment  be  issued  by  Ford 
Credit,  such  deposit  of  $46,666  would  be 
retained  by  Ford  Credit  as  an  earned 
committment  fee. 

The  purchase  agreement  with  Sharp  is 
conditioned  on  the  securing  of  a  Com¬ 
mission  order  permitting  Sharp  or  his 


affiliate,  as  the  case  may  be,  to  purchase 
the  ABJ  notes,  such  order  being  the 
subject  of  an  application  filed  with  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  sections  17(a) 
and  17(b)  of  the  Act. 

(e)  Change  in  the  nature  of  business  of 
Abacus  and  Star  Capital  Corp.  so  as  to 
cease  to  be  investment  companies.  Inas¬ 
much  as,  upon  consummation  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  merger.  Abacus  will  cease  to  exist 
and,  consequently,  will  cease  to  be  an  in¬ 
vestment  company,  it  is  a  condition  of  the 
merger  that  a  proposal  to  change  the 
nature  of  the  business  of  Abacus  so  as  to 
cease  to  be  an  investment  company  ^ 
approved  by  the  majority  of  the  out¬ 
standing  voting  securities  of  Abacus. 

In  connection  with  the  proposed 
merger,  the  stockholders  of  Abacus  are 
also  being  asked  to  approve  a  change  in 
the  nature  of  the  business  of  Star  Capital 
Corp.  (Star) ,  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary 
of  Abacus  and  a  small  business  invest¬ 
ment  company  registered  under  the  Act. 
The  reason  for  this  is  that  PWJC  has 
advised  Abacus  that  it  intends  to  liqui¬ 
date  Star  as  soon  as  practicable  after 
the  merger. 

(f)  Proposed  employment  arrange¬ 
ments  between  PWJC  and  employees  of 
Abacus.  Piu-suant  to  the  supplemental 
merger  agreement  PWJC  will  offer  em¬ 
ployment,  after  the  merger  is  effective, 
to  all  present  employees  of  Abacus  at 
remuneration  and  upon  terms  substan¬ 
tially  the  same  as  the  remuneration  at 
which  and  the  terms  upon  which  they 
are  presently  employed  by  Abacus. 

PWJC  has  agreed  with  Mr.  Weil  that, 
if  the  merger  becomes  effective,  Weil  will 
become  a  director  of  PWJC,  a  member  of 
the  executive  committee  of  the  board  of 
directors  of  PWJC,  and  chairman  of  the 
finance  committee  of  the  board  of  direc¬ 
tors  of  PWJC.  Weil’s  annual  salary  from 
PWJC  as  chairman  of  the  finance  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  board  of  directors  will 
initially  be  $75,000  and  he  will  be  entitled 
to  participate  in  all  employee  plans  and 
other  fringe  benefits  in  the  same  manner 
as  other  members  of  the  executive  com¬ 
mittee.  Weil’s  employment  by  PWJC  will 
not  be  governed  by  a  written  employ¬ 
ment  contract  and  will  not  be  subject  to 
any  fixed  or  minimum  term.  PWJC  has 
agreed  to  such  employment  on  the  basis 
of  its  evaluation  of  Weil’s  professional 
qualifications. 

(g)  Listing  and  proposed  secondary 
offering.  Application  will  be  made  to  list 
the  PWJC  common  and  preferred  stock 
on  the  NYSE,  effective  the  day  follow¬ 
ing  the  merger  and,  in  that  connection, 
the  PWJC  common  and  preferred  stock 
will  be  registered  under  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934.  Giving  effect  to 
the  merger,  the  number  of  holders  of 
round  lots  (100  shares  or  more)  of 
PWJC  common  stock,  even  assuming 
that  the  cash  option  is  elected  only  by 
Mr.  Sharp  and  certain  persons  controlled 
by  him  as  required  by  the  supplemental 
agreement,  may  be  below  the  require¬ 
ments  for  Usting  of  common  stocks  by 
the  NYSE,  although  the  PWJC  preferred 
stock  would  meet  such  distribution  re¬ 
quirements  for  a  preferred  stock  con¬ 
vertible  into  a  listed  common  stock.  It 
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is  anticipated,  however,  that  upon  com¬ 
pletion  of  a  secondary  offering  of  PWJC 
common  and  preferred  stock  to  take 
place  after  the  merger,  as  contemplated 
by  the  supplemental  agreement,  the 
PWJC  common  stock  will  meet  distribu¬ 
tion  requirements.  The  arrangements  for 
such  offering  will  be  designed  to  maxi¬ 
mize  the  number  of  persons  purchasing 
round  lots  therein.  Pursuant  to  the  sup¬ 
plemental  agreement.  PWJC  has  agreed 
to  register  a  public  offering  of  such  num¬ 
ber  of  shares  of  PWJC  common  stock 
and/or  preferred  stock,  up  to  an  aggre¬ 
gate  of  250,000  shares,  to  be  received  in 
the  merger  by  “affiliates”  of  Abacus,  as 
that  term  is  defined  imder  Rule  133  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  listed  in  Schedule 
A  of  the  supplemental  agreement,  includ¬ 
ing  Mr.  Weil  and  Mr.  Sharp  and  persons 
controlled  by  them.  The  number  of  shares 
may  be  Increased  by  those  affiliates  if  to 
do  so  would  not,  ia  the  opinion  of  coun¬ 
sel  for  Abacus  and  PWJC,  adversely  af¬ 
fect  the  tax-free  status  of  the  merger. 
Mr.  Weil  does  not  intend  to  sell  any 
shares  owned  by  him  personally  in  such 
offering.  Mr.  Weil  has  agreed  in  the  sup¬ 
plemental  agreement  that  if  so  requested 
by  PWJC  and  if  other  stockholders  have 
not  requested  registration  of  at  least 
150,000  shares  of  PWJC  common  or  pre¬ 
ferred  stock,  he  will  use  his  best  efforts 
to  cause  members  of  his  family  so  to 
register  not  less  than  150,000  such  shares. 
The  department  of  stock  list  of  the  NYSE 
has  indicated  that,  on  the  basis  of  the 
foregoing,  the  applications  to  list  both 
the  PWJC  common  and  preferred  stock 
will  be  granted. 

Moreover,  the  supplemental  agree¬ 
ment  provides  that  all  such  affiliates  of 
Abacus  will  have,  during  the  3-year  peri¬ 
od  following  the  effectiveness  of  the 
merger  the  right  (i)  to  require  the  regis¬ 
tration  by  PWJC,  imder  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933,  on  one  occasion  only,  of  not 
less  than  100,000  shares  of  PWJC  com¬ 
mon  or  preferred  stock  received  by  them 
in  the  merger  and  (ii)  to  have  any  such 
shares  included  in  any  registration  state¬ 
ment  filed  by  PWJC  under  such  Act  cov¬ 
ering  shares  of  its  capital  stock,  other 
than  a  registration  statement  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  employee  benefit  plans  or  an 
acquisition  merger  or  exchange  of  stock. 
Any  registration  of  shares  pursuant  to 
the  supplemental  agreement  will  be  with¬ 
out  cost  to  the  holders  thereof  other  than 
their  own  legal  expenses. 

(h)  Effective  date,  conditions,  and  ter¬ 
mination.  If  the  stockholders  of  both 
Abacus  and  PWJC  approve  the  merger 
agreement,  it  is  expected  that  the  merg¬ 
er  will  be  made  effective  on  March  31, 
1972.  The  merger  agreement  may  be  ter¬ 
minated  (notwithstanding  stockholder 
approval)  by  the  mutual  consent  of  the 
boards  of  directors  of  Abacus  and  PWJC 
prior  to  the  time  the  merger  agreement 
is  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  State  of  Delaware  (filing  time) .  The 
merger  agreement  may  be  terminated 
prior  to  the  filing  time  by  the  board  of 
directors  of  PWJC  if  the  sale  of  certain 
promissory  notes  of  ABJ  Co.  has  not  been 
completed  or  if  the  net  asset  value  per 
share  of  Abacus  common  stock  is  less 


than  $15.45,  at  the  close  of  business  on 
the  day  preceding  the  filing  time,  and 
may  be  terminated  by  the  board  of  di¬ 
rectors  of  Abacus  if  the  holders  of  more 
than  10  percent  of  PWJC  common  stock 
dissent  from  the  merger  in  accordance 
with  the  Delaware  General  Corporation 
Law.  The  merger  agreement  may  be 
terminated  prior  to  the  filing  time  by  the 
board  of  directors  of  either  party  if, 
among  other  things,  (i)  any  agreement, 
representation,  or  warranty  of  the  other 
in  the  merger  agreement  or  the  supple¬ 
mental  agreement  has  been  breached  or 
is  deficient  in  any  material  respect,  (ii) 
any  necessary  approval  or  consent  has 
not  been  obtain^,  including  that  of  the 
Commission,  the  NYSE,  and  the  National 
Association  of  Securities  Dealers,  Inc., 
(iii)  if  there  is  any  actual  or  threatened 
litigation  which  seeks  to  restrain,  pro¬ 
hibit,  or  invalidate  the  transactions  con¬ 
templated  by  the  merger  agreement  or 
which  may  affect  the  right  of  PWJC  to 
own,  operate,  or  control  the  assets,  prop¬ 
erty  or  business  of  Abacus  after  the  merg¬ 
er,  and  (iv)  if  the  distribution  of  Elli- 
man  stock  is  not  completed  prior  to  the 
merger.  Applicant  has  agreed  that  the- 
order  requested  under  section  17(d)  and 
rule  17d-l  shall  not  become  effective, 
and  none  of  the  transactions  set  forth 
in  the  application  shall  be  consummated 
until  the  proposed  merger  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  shareholders  of  Abacus 
and  the  merger  agreement  relating 
thereto  has  been  filed  with  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  of  the  State  of  Delaware. 
Abacus  has  applied  to  the  NYSE  for 
its  approval  of  the  merger  and  the  re¬ 
lated  transactions.  Abacus  represents 
that  the  NYSE  has  indicated  that  its  ap¬ 
proval  will  be  granted  prior  to  the  con¬ 
summation  of  the  merger. 

4.  Federal  income  tax  consequences.  It 
is  a  condition  to  the  obligations  of  Abacus 
and  PWJC  under  the  Merger  Agreement 
that,  at  or  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  Mer¬ 
ger  Agreement  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  Messrs. 
Cravath,  Swaine  &  Moore,  counsel  for 
Abacus,  shall  have  delivered  an  opinion 
to  the  effect  that,  under  existing  Federal 
income  tax  laws: 

(1)  No  gain  or  loss  will  be  recognized 
to  Abacus  or  PWJC  on  the  merger; 

(2)  No  gain  or  loss  will  be  recognized 
to  a  holder  of  Abacus  common  stock  who 
does  not  elect  the  cash  option  for  any  of 
his  shares  of  Abacus  common  stock  on 
the  receipt  of  PWJC  common  and  pre¬ 
ferred  st(Kk  in  exchange  for  Abacus  com¬ 
mon  stock  in  the  merger  (but  gain  or  lofes 
will  be  recognized  on  the  sale  of  frac¬ 
tional  share  interests) ; 

(3)  No  gain  or  loss  will  be  recognized 
to  a  holder  of  PWJC  preferred  stock  upon 
exercise  of  the  right  to  convert  such  stock 
into  PWJC  common  stock  except  for  cash 
received  in  lieu  of  fractional  shares;  and 

(4)  A  holder  of  Abacus  common  stock 
who  elects  the  cash  option  for  all  his 
shares  of  Abacus  common  stock  (and  who 
after  giving  effect  to  such  election  does 
not  own,  actually  or  constructively,  under 
section  318  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,  any  stock  of  Abacus  or  PWJC)  will 
recognize  capital  gain  or  loss  on  the  ex¬ 


change  (assuming  such  shares  of  Abacus 
common  stock  are  a  capital  asset  in  his 
hands) . 

Any  Abacus  stockholder  who,  pursuant 
to  the  merger,  receives  PWJC  common 
and  preferred  stock  and  also  cash  (ex¬ 
cept  cash  received  in  lieu  of  fractional 
shares)  under  the  cash  option  will  recog¬ 
nize  gain  (but  not  loss)  in  respect  of  all 
his  shares  of  Abacus  common  stock,  but 
in  an  amount  not  in  excess  of  the  cash 
received.  Such  gain  will  be  capital  gain 
(assuming  such  shares  of  Abacus  com¬ 
mon  stock  are  a  capital  asset  in  his 
hands),  except  that  such  gain  may  be 
treated  as  a  dividend  under  section  356 
(a)(2)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code.  Any 
stockholder  who  is  considering  taking 
both  cash  and  shares  of  PWJC  common 
and  preferred  stock  is  therefore  advised 
to  consult  his  own  tax  adviser  as  to 
the  tax  consequences  of  such  proposed 
action. 

Abacus  has  received  an  opinion  from 
Messrs.  Kirkpatrick,  Lockhart,  Johnson 
and  Hutchinson,  of  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  to 
the  effect  that,  although  the  matter  is 
not  altogether  free  from  doubt^  (i)  the 
distribution  by  Abacus  pro  rata  to  all 
its  stockholders  of  all  the  outstanding 
stock  of  Elliman  will  constitute  a  dis¬ 
tribution  of  stock  of  a  controlled  cor¬ 
poration  within  the  meaning  of  section 
355  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  (ii) 
no  gain  or  loss  will  be  recognized  to  either 
the  Abacus  stockholders  or  to  Abacus 
upon  such  distribution,  (iii)  the  adjusted 
basis  of  the  Abacus  common  stock  in  the 
hands  of  the  Abacus  stockholders  will  be 
allocated  between  the  Elliman  shares  and 
the  Abacus  common  stock  held  immedi¬ 
ately  after  the  distribution  in  propor¬ 
tion  to  their  respective  fair  market  val¬ 
ues,  (iv)  the  holding  period  of  the  Elli¬ 
man  stock  received  by  the  Abacus  share¬ 
holders  will  include  the  period  during 
which  such  shareholders  held  the  Abacus 
common  stock  prior  to  the  distribution 
of  the  Elliman  stock,  provided  that  such 
Abacus  stock  was  held  as  a  capital  asset 
on  the  date  of  distribution. 

Abacus  has  available  for  Federal  in¬ 
come  tax  purposes  capital  loss  carry-for¬ 
wards  of  $976,706,  $398,077,  and  $2,108,- 
415  which  may  be  carried  forward  to 
March  1973,  1974,  and  1976,  respectively. 
In  addition,  through  December  31,  1971, 
Abacus  had  incurred  net  capital  losses  on 
securities  sold  of  $832,220.  Since,  in  the 
opinion  of  counsel,  the  merger  of  Abacus 
into  PWJC  will  constitute  a  tax  free  re¬ 
organization  for  Federal  income  tax  pur¬ 
poses,  the  capital  loss  carryforwards  of 
Abacus  as  of  the  date  of  merger  will  be 
available  to  PWJC.  However,  due  to  the 
fact  that  PWJC  does  not  generate  capi¬ 
tal  gains  or  losses  in  the  normal  course  of 
its  business,  these  carry-forwards  may 
not  be  realized  except  to  offset  any  capi¬ 
tal  gains  generated  after  the  consumma¬ 
tion  of  the  merger  with  respect  to  the 
business  of  Abacus. 

5.  Amendment  of  condition  in  prior 
order.  The  Commissicm’s  prior  order 
dated  November  26,  1969,  Investment 
Ccxnpany  Act  Release  No.  5902,  relating 
to  the  acquisition  by  Abacus  of  all  the 
outstanding  stock  of  Star,  sets  forth  a 
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conditicMi  that  Abacus  “will  at  all  times 
own  and  hold  benefically  all  of  the  out¬ 
standing  capital  stock  of  (Star).’’  Ap¬ 
plicants  request  that  the  Commission 
amend  the  aforesaid  condition  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  necesssuy  to  permit  consummation 
of  the  pr(^osed  merger,  wherein  PWJC 
will  succeed  to  ownership  of  all  the  out¬ 
standing  stock  of  Star  on  the  effective 
date  of  the  merger.  The  Ccxnmission  has 
power  to  amend  its  orders  pursuant  to 
section  38(a)  of  the  Act. 

6.  Supporting  statements.  Section  17 
(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule  17d-l  there¬ 
under,  provide  that  persons  aflUiated  with 
a  registered  investment  company  are  pro¬ 
hibited  from  effecting  any  transaction 
in  connection  aith  any  joint  enterprise 
or  other  joint  arrangement  or  profit 
sharing  plan  in  which  such  registered 
company  is  a  participant  imless  the 
Securities  Exchange  Ccxnmission  has,  on 
application,  granted  a  request  that  such 
transaction  be  permitted.  Rule  17d-l 
further  provides  that  in  passing  upon 
such  application,  the  Commission  will 
consider  whether  the  participant  of  such 
registered  company  in  such  joint  enter¬ 
prise,  joint  arrangement  or  profit  sharing 
plan  on  the  basis  proposed,  is  consistent 
with  the  provisions,  policies  and  piuposes 
of  the  Act  and  the  extent  to  which  such 
participaticoi  is  on  a  basis  different  from 
or  less  advantageous  than  that  of  other 
participants.  An  affiliated  person  of 
another  person  is  defined  imder  section 
2(a)  (3)  of  the  Act  to  include  a  director 
of  such  other  person,  any  person  owning 
directly  or  indirectly  5  percent  or  more 
of  the  outstanding  voting  securities  of 
such  other  person,  and  any  person  5 
percent  or  more  of  whose  outstanding 
voting  securities  are  directly  or  indirectly 
owned,  controlled  or  held  with  power  to 
vote,  by  such  other  person. 

Mr.  Weil  and  Mr.  Sharp,  who  are  di¬ 
rectors  and  principal  shareholders  and 
thus  affiliates  of  Abacus,  are  participat¬ 
ing,  along  with  persons  controlled  by 
them,  in  the  propased  merger  of  Abacus 
into  PWJC  in  the  manner  discussed 
above. 

Abacus  asserts  that  its  participation  in 
the  proposed  merger  with  PWJC  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  provisions,  policies,  and 
purposes  of  the  Act  and  is  not  on  a  basis 
different  from  or  less  advantageous  than 
that  of  Mr.  Weil  and  Mr.  Sharp.  In  sup¬ 
port  thereof.  Abacus  states  that  Kuhn, 
Loeb  &  Co.,  a  registered  broker-dealer 
and  a  member  of  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  has  rendered  its  opinion  to  the 
Board  of  Directors  of  Abacus,  at  the 
board’s  request,  that  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  merger  are  fair  and  equitable 
to  the  stockholders  of  Abacus;  that  the 
terms  of  the  Merger  Agreement  are  the 
result  of  arm’s-length  negotiations  be¬ 
tween  representatives  of  Abacus  and 
PWJC;  that  Kuhn,  Loeb  &  Co.  has  ad¬ 
vised  Abacus  that  it  is  prepared  to  imder- 
write,  on  a  firm  basis,  a  public  offering 
of  PWJC  securities  to  be  received  by 
Abacus  stockholders  as  a  result  of  the 


proposed  merger  at  a  net  price  to  such 
stockholders  in  excess  of  the  per  share 
net  asset  value  of  the  Abacus  common 
stock;  that  each  of  the  Abacus  directors 
(except  Mr.  Sharp)  has  advised  Abacus 
that  he  and  his  associates  will  exchange 
their  Abacus  shares  for  PWJC  securities; 
that  Weil’s  prop>osed  employment  by 
PWJC  is  based  upon  his  qualifications  for 
such  employment;  that  Weil  will  not  re¬ 
ceive  any  advantage  in  the  consumma¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  merger,  on  a  pro  rata 
basis,  over  any  other  stockholder  of 
Abacus;  that  Sharp’s  participation  in  the 
preparation  for  the  proposed  merger  has 
not  served  to  put  him  in  a  position  more 
advantageous,  on  a  pro  rata  basis,  than 
any  other  stockholder  of  Abacus;  and 
that  the  registration  rights  granted  to  af¬ 
filiates  of  Abacus  as  that  term  is  defined 
under  Rule  133  of  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933  by  PWJC  are  available  to  all  such 
affiliates,  and  xmder  the  terms  of  Rule 
133  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  registra¬ 
tion  will  not  be  needed  by  stockholders  of 
Abacus  who  receive  stock  of  PWJC  in  the 
merger  and  who,  pursuant  to  Rule  133, 
are  not  deemed  to  be  ’’underwriters” 
within  the  meaning  of  section  2(11)  of 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  27,  1972,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied 
by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his 
interest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commis; 
Sion  should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  communication  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed;  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  shall  be 
served  •  personally  or  by  mail  (airmail 
if  the  person  being  served  is  located 
more  than  500  miles  from  the  point  of 
mailing)  upon  Applicant  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law 
by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  contempo¬ 
raneously  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date  as  provided  by  Rule  0-5 
of  the  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the 
application  herein  may  be  issued,  by  the 
Commission  upon  the  basis  of  the  in¬ 
formation  stated  in  said  application, 
unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon  said 
application  shall  be  issued  upon  request 
or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice 
as  to  w'hether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  notice  of  further  developments 
in  this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Ronald  P.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-3927  Filed  3-16-72;8:47  am] 
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ABACUS  FUND,  INC.  AND 
PETER  SHARP 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 
Order  Exempting  Transaction 
March  9, 1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Abacus 
Fimd,  Inc.  (Abacus),  76  Beaver  Street, 
New  York,  NY  10005,  t.  closed-end,  non- 
diversified,  management  investment 
company  registered  under  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (Act),  and 
Peter  Sharp  (Sharp),  663  Fifth  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  York,  NY  10022,  (herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  “Applicants”)  hive 
filed  an  application  for  an  order  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  17(b)  of  the  Act  exempt¬ 
ing  from  the  provisions  of  section  17(a) 
of  the  Act  the  proposed  purchase  from 
Abacus  by  Mr.  Sharp  or  an  affiliated 
person  of  Mr.  Sharp  oT  three  promissory 
notes  of  ABJ  company,  (ABJ).  All  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  referred  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  on  file  with  the  Commission  for 
a  statement  of  applicants’  representa¬ 
tions  which  are  summarized  helow. 

Mr.  Sharp,  a  director  of  and  bene¬ 
ficial  owner  of  approximately  23  percent 
of  Abacus  common  stock,  h'’s  entered 
into  an  agreement  with  Abacus  dated 
November  17,  1971,  amended  Febru¬ 
ary  17,  1972,  to  purchase  himself  or 
through  an  affiliate  of  his  from  Abacus 
three  5  percent  secured  rrom’ssorv 
notes  of  ABJ.  dated  June  2,  1969.  ABJ 
is  a  New  York  general  partnership  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  real  estate  business  of 
which  Mr.  Sharp  is  a  general  partner 
and  in  which  Mr.  Sharp  has  in  excess 
of  a  99  percent  interest. 

The  three  ABJ  notes  are  in  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amounts,  respectively,  of  $1,500,000, 
maturing  June  2,  1973,  $1.666  628, 

maturing  June  2,  1974,  and  $1,500,000, 
maturing  June  2,  1975,  and  in  the  ag¬ 
gregate  total  $4,666,628.  In  June  of  1969, 
Abacus  sold  to  Mr.  Sharp  188.918  shares 
of  its  stock  in  return  for  such  notes  in 
connection  with  the  merger  of  Peter 
Sharp  &  Co.,  a  New  York  corporation 
90  percent  owned  by  Mr.  Sharp,  with 
Abacus. 

The  purchase  agreement  provides  that 
the  purchase  price  will  be  computed  on 
the  date  of  the  purchase  to  represent  an 
effective  yield  to  the  purchaser  of  12  per¬ 
cent  per  annum  to  maturity,  and  will  re¬ 
flect  a  discount  from  the  princinal 
amounts  of  the  notes.  If  the  sale  of  the 
notes  is  consummated  on  March  29, 1972. 
as  presently  contemplated,  such  price 
would  be  $4,050,197. 

Applicants  state  that  following  the  ex¬ 
ecution  of  the  purchase  agreement.  Ab¬ 
acus  and  Paine,  Webber,  Jackson  & 
Curtis,  Inc.  (PWJC)  announced,  on  De¬ 
cember  16,  1971,  that  a  preliminary 
agreement  had  been  reached  relating  to 
the  proposed  merger  of  Abacus  into 
PWJC.  A  letter  of  intent  signed  by  Abacus 
and  PWJC  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
merger  set  forth  a  condition  of  the 
merger  insisted  upon  by  PWJC  to  the 
effect  that  the  ABJ  notes  must  be  sold 
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by  Abacus  pursuant  to  the  purchase 
agreement  prior  to  the  effectiveness  of 
the  merger  of  Abacus  into  PWJC.  PWJC’s 
insistence  on  the  sale  of  the  ABJ  Notes 
results  from  its  desire  to  acquire  only 
cash  and  readily  marketable  securities 
from  Abacus  as  a  result  of  the  merger, 
insistence  on  the  sale  of  the  ABJ  notes 
and  the  provisions  of  a  Security  Agree¬ 
ment  respecting  them,  the  face  value  of 
the  ABJ  Notes  would  not  be  fully  includ¬ 
ible  as  assets  for  purposes  of  computing 
PWJC’s  “net  capital”  pursuant  to  Rule 
325  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  PWJC  has  made  it  a  condition 
of  the  merger  that  the  ABJ  Notes  be  sold 
by  Abacus  prior  to  or  simultaneously 
with  the  effectiveness  of  the  merger. 

Section  17(a)  of  the  Act  prohibits, 
with  certain  exceptions,  an  afiflliated  per¬ 
son  of  a  registered  investment  company, 
or  an  afiBliated  person  of  such  a  person, 
from  selling  to,  or  purchasing  from,  such 
company,  any  secxirity  or  other  property, 
unless  the  Commission  finds  upon  ap¬ 
plication  imder  section  17(b)  of  the  Act 
that  the  terms  of  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tion  are  reasonable  and  fair  and  do  not 
involve  overreaching  and  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  is  consistent  with  the 
policy  of  the  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany  and  the  general  purposes  of  the 
Act. 

An  “affiliated  person”  of  another  per¬ 
son  is  defined  in  section  2(a)  (3)  of  the 
Act  to  include  any  director  of  such  other 
person,  any  person  owning  5  percent  or 
more  o£  the  voting  securities  of  such 
other  person,  and  any  person  5  percent 
or  more  of  whose  outstanding  voting 
securities  are  owned  by  such  other  per¬ 
son. 

Mr.  Sharp,  by  virtue  of  his  beneficial 
ownership  of  773,684  shares  of  Common 
Stock  of  Abacus  (23  percent  of  the  shares 
outstanding)  and  by  reason  of  his  being 
a  director  of  Abacus,  may  be  deemed  to 
be  an  “affiliated  person”  of  Abacus. 
Similarly,  any  entity,  such  as  a  partner¬ 
ship  or  corporation  in  which  Sharp  holds 
a  5  percent  or  greater  voting  interest, 
would  be  deemed  to  be  an  “affiliated  per¬ 
son”  of  Sharp.  Accordingly,  either  Sharp 
or  any  such  entity  deemed  to  be  an  “aflai- 
iated  person”  of  Sharp  would  be  subject 
to  the  prohibitions  of  section  17(a)  of 
the  Act. 

Applicants  represent  that,  with  delib¬ 
erate  forethought  toward  satisfying  the 
evidentiary  requirements  imder  section 
17(b)  of  the  Act,  the  Board  of  Directors 
of  Abacus  directed  the  Abacus  manage¬ 
ment  to  seek  to  discoimt  the  ABJ  notes 
with  an  independent  lending  institution 
with  the  intention  of  receiving  from  such 
independent  lending  institution  an  offer 
to  discount  such  ABJ  notes,  and  then  to 
reoffer  the  ABJ  notes  to  Sharp  or  an  affil¬ 
iated  third  party  upon  identical  terms 
and  prices  as  offered  by  the  independent 
lend^g  institution.  In  that  connection, 
a  letter  of  intent  dated  November  1, 1971, 
was  received  from  Ford  Motor  Credit  Co. 
(Ford  Credit),  a  financing  and  lending 
institution,  outlining  a  proposed  commit¬ 
ment  contemplating  a  purchase  of  the 
ABJ  notes  by  Ford  Credit  at  an  effective 
yield  to  maturity  of  12  percent.  In  addi¬ 


tion,  the  letter  of  intent  stipulated  that 
should  a  commitment  be  issued.  Ford 
Credit  would  require  the  pasrmmt  of  a 
commitment  fee  of  $46,666  as  well  as 
requiring  more  onerous  security  require¬ 
ments  for  the  notes  on  ABJ’s  part. 
Abacus  thereafter  notified  Sharp  of  its 
dealings  with  Ford  Credit  and  offered  to 
sell  the  ABJ  notes  to  Sharp  or  any  affil¬ 
iated  person  at  a  purchase  price  repre¬ 
senting  an  effective  yield  of  12  percent 
per  annum  to  maturity,  the  same  pur¬ 
chase  price  as  offered  by  Ford  Credit 
but  without  the  requirement  of  Abacus 
depositing  $46,666.  Abacus  and  Sharp 
then,  on  November  17,  1971,  entered  into 
the  purchase  agreement  pursuant  to 
which  Sharp  committed  that  he  or  a 
third  party  would  pm-chase  such  ABJ 
notes  on  such  terms.  If  Sharp  had  not 
entered  into  the  purchase  agreement,  and 
if  ABJ  Co.  would  have  agreed  to  the 
changes  in  security  requirements,  Appli¬ 
cants  represent  that  the  Abacus  Board  of 
Directors  would  have  accepted  the  offer 
of  Ford  Credit,  although  no  assurance 
can  be  given  that  a  sale  of  the  ABJ 
notes  would  have  resulted. 

Applicants  assert  that  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  purchase  are  reasonable  and 
fair  and  do  not  involve  overreaching  on 
the  part  of  any  person  concerned  and 
the  proposed  transacticm  is  consistent 
with  the  general  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Applicants  have  agreed  that  the  order 
requested  herein  under  section  17(b)  of 
the  Act  shall  not  become  effective  until 
the  proposed  merger  of  Abacus  into 
PWJC,  referred  to  herein,  has  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  shareholders  of  Abacus, 
and  the  merger  agreement  relating 
thereto  has  been  filed  with  the  Secretary 
of  State  of  the  State  of  Delaware. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  27,  1972,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied 
by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his 
interest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed 
to  be  controvert^,  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
commimication  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such' request  shall  be  served  person¬ 
ally  or  by  mail  (airmail  if  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  than  500 
miles  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon 
applicants  at  the  addresses  stated  above. 
Proof  of  such  service  (by  affidavit  or  in 
case  of  an  attorney  at  law  by  certificate) 
shall  be  filed  contemporaneously  with 
the  request.  At  any  time  after  said  date 
as  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  herein  may  be  issued  upon  the  basis 
of  the  information  stated  in  said  appli¬ 
cation,  unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon 
said  application  shall  be  issued  upon  re¬ 
quest  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own  mo¬ 
tion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered 
will  receive  notice  of  further  develop¬ 
ments  in  this  matter,  including  the  date 


of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  post- 
p<xiem^ts  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-3926  Piled  3-16-72;8:47  am] 
[70-51661 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of 

First  Mortgage  Bonds  and  Preferred 

Stock  at  Competitive  Bidding 

MfvRCH  9,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Alabama 
Power  Co.  (Alabama),  600  North  18th 
Street,  Birmingham,  AL  35203,  an  elec¬ 
tric  utility  subsidiary  company  of  ’The 
Southern  Co.,  a  registered  holding  com¬ 
pany,  has  filed  an  application  with  this 
Commission  pursuant  to  the  Public 
Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(Act),  designating  section  6(b)  of  the 
Act  and  Rule  50  promulgated  thereunder 
as  applicable  to  the  following  proposed 
transactions.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application,  which  is 
summarized  below,  for  a  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  transactions. 

Alabama  proposes  to  issue  and  sell, 
subject  to  the  competive  bidding  require¬ 
ments  of  Rule  50  imder  the  Act,  $100,- 
000,000  principal  amount  of  its  First 

Moitgage  Bonds, _ p>ercent  Series, 

to  mature  not  less  than  5  years  and  not 
more  than  30  years  from  the  second  day 
of  the  calendar  month  within  which  the 
bonds  are  issued.  Alabama  will  decide  on 
the  maturity  of  the  bonds  and  notify 
prospective  bidders  not  less  than  72  hours 
prior  to  the  time  of  the  bidding.  The  in¬ 
terest  rate  (which  shall  be  a  multiple  of 
Va  percent)  and  the  price,  exclusive  of 
accrued  interest,  to  be  paid  to  Alabama 
(which  shall  be  not  less  than  99  percent 
nor  more  than  102%  percent  of  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  thereof)  will  be  determined 
by  the  competitive  bidding.  The  bonds 
will  be  issued  under  an  Indenture,  dated 
as  of  January  1,  1942,  between  Alabama 
and  Chemical  Bank,  as  ’Trustee,  as  here¬ 
tofore  supplemented  and  as  to  be  further 
supplemented  by  a  Supplemental  Inden¬ 
ture  to  be  dated  as  of  April  1, 1972,  which 
includes  a  prohibition  until  April  1,  1977, 
against  refunding  the  bonds  with  the 
proceeds  of  funds  borrowed  at  a  lower 
effective  interest  cost. 

Alabama  also  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell,  subject  to  the  competitive  bidding 
requirements  of  Rule  50  under  the  Act, 

200,000  shares  of  its  _  percent 

Cumulative  Preferred  Stock,  par  value 
$100  per  share.  ’The  dividend  rate  of  the 
preferred  stock  (which  shall  be  a  mul¬ 
tiple  of  0.04  percent)  and  the  price, 
exclusive  of  accrued  dividends,  to  be  paid 
to  Alabama  (which  shall  be  not  less  than 
$100  nor  more  than  $102.75  per  share) 
will  be  determined  by  the  competitive 
bidding.  The  terms  of  the  preferred  stock 
include  a  prohibition  until  April  1,  1977, 
against  refunding  the  stock,  directly  or 
indirectly,  with  funds  obtained  from  the 
issuance  of  debt  securities  at  a  lower 
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effective  interest  cost  or  of  preferred 
stock  at  a  lower  effective  dividend  cost. 
The  proceeds  from  the  sales  of  the  bonds 
and  preferred  stock  will  be  applied  to 
finance  Alabama’s  1972  construction  pro¬ 
gram  (estimated  at  $259  million) ,  to  pay 
short  term  promissory  notes  payable  in 
the  form  of  bank  notes  and  commercial 
paper  notes  incurred  for  such  purpose, 
and  for  other  lawful  purposes. 

It  is  stated  that  the  issuance  and  sale 
of  the  new  bonds  and  new  preferred  stock 
will  be  expressly  authorize  by  the  Ala¬ 
bama  Public  Service  Commission  and 
that  no  other  State  commission  and  no 
Federal  commission,  other  than  this 
Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
proposed  transactions.  A  statement  of 
the  fees  and  expenses  to  be  incurred  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions  will  be  supplied  by  amendment. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  7,  1972,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact 
or  law  raised  by  said  application  which 
he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed;  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  should  be  served  per¬ 
sonally  or  by  mail  (airmail  if  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  than  500 
miles  from  the  p>oint  of  mailing)  upon 
the  applicant  at  the  above-stated  ad¬ 
dress,  and  proof  of  service  (by  aflBdavit 
or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  cer¬ 
tificate)  should  be  filed  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  the  applica¬ 
tion,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended, 
may  be  granted  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of 
the  general  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act,  or  the  Commission 
may  grant  exemption  from  such  rules  as 
provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof 
or  take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered  will  receive  notice  of  further 
developments  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-3928  PUed  3-16-72:8:47  am) 


[811-864] 

AMERICAN-HAWAIIAN  STEAMSHIP 
CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 
Order  Declaring  That  Company  Has 
Ceased  To  Be  an  Investment  Com¬ 
pany 

March  10,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  American- 
Hawaiian  Steamship  Co.  (Applicant) , 
1345  Avenue  of  the  Americas,  New  York, 


NY  10019,  a  New  Jersey  corporation  reg¬ 
istered  as  a  dosed-end  nondiversified  in¬ 
vestment  company  xmder  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940,  as  amended 
(Act) ,  has  filed  an  triplication  pursuant 
to  section  8(f)  of  the  Act  for  an  order 
of  the  Commission  declaring  that  Appli¬ 
cant  has  ceased  to  be  an  investment 
company  as  defined  in  the  Act.  All  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  referred  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  on  file  with  the  Commission 
for  a  statement  of  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentations,  which  are  summarized  below. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  upon  application,  finds  that  a  reg¬ 
istered  investment  company  has  ceased 
to  be  an  investment  company,  it  shall  so 
declare  by  order,  and,  if  necessary  for 
the  protection  of  investors,  such  order 
may  be  made  upon  appropriate  condi¬ 
tions.  Upon  the  taking  effect  of  such 
order,  the  registration  of  such  company 
shall  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Section  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Act  defines  as 
an  investment  company  a  company 
which  is  or  holds  itself  out  as  being  en¬ 
gaged  primarily,  or  proposes  to  engage 
primarily,  in  the  business  of  investing, 
reinvesting  or  trading  in  securities. 

Section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Act  further  de¬ 
fines  as  an  investment  company  a  com¬ 
pany  which  is  engaged  or  proposes  to 
engage  in  the  business  of  investing,  re¬ 
investing,  owning,  holding,  or  trading  in 
securities,  and  owns  or  proposes  to  ac¬ 
quire  investment  securities  having  a 
value  exceeding  40  per  centum  of  the 
value  of  such  issuer’s  total  assets  (ex¬ 
clusive  of  Government  securities  and 
cash  items)  on  an  imconsolidated  basis. 
The  term  “investment  securities’’  in¬ 
cludes  all  securities  except  Government 
securities,  securities  issued  by  employees’ 
securities  companies,  and  securities  is¬ 
sued  by  majority-owned  subsidiaries  of 
the  owner  which  are  not  investment 
companies. 

Applicant  represents  that  it  is  not  an 
investment  company  as  defined  in  the 
Act.  It  states  that  it  is  now  primarily 
engaged  in  the  active  conduct  of  a  di¬ 
versified  real  estate  business  and  in 
manufacturing  Applicant  further  states 
that  its  activities  are  conducted  both  di¬ 
rectly  and  through  wholly  owned  sub¬ 
sidiaries,  none  of  which  are  investment 
companies. 

Financial  statements  of  Applicant  as  of 
June  30,  1971,  show  that,  as  determined 
by  the  Board  of  Directors,  Applicant  had 
$65,805,534  or  59.18  percent  of  its  total 
assets  of  $111,189,061  in  direct  invest¬ 
ments  in  active  real  estate  projects. 
’The  term  “total  assets’’  used  herein 
means  the  fair  value  of  all  of  Appli¬ 
cant’s  assets  on  an  unconsolidated 
basis,  as  determined  in  good  faith  by 
Appliceint’s  Board  of  Directors,  exclusive 
of  Government  securities  smd  cash  items, 
in  accordance  with  sections  2(a)  (41)  and 
3(a)(3)  of  the  Act.  $31,417,443  or  28.26 
percent  of  Applicant’s  total  assets  repre¬ 
sented  investments  in  wholly  owned  sub¬ 
sidiaries  which  are  also  engaged  in  active 
real  estate  projects.  Investment  in  a 
w'hoUy  owned  subsidiary  engaged  in 
manufacturing  represented  an  additional 


$4,710,871  or  4.24  percent  of  Applicant’s 
total  assets.  Thus,  Applicant  contends 
substantially  less  than  40  percent  of  the 
value  of  its  total  assets  are  represented 
by  investment  securities. 

Applicant  further  states  that  substan¬ 
tially  all  of  the  time  of  its  officers  which 
is  spent  on  Applicant’s  business  is  de¬ 
voted  to  real  estate  activities.  For  the  6 
months  ended  June  30,  1971,  gross  reve¬ 
nues  directly  applicable  to  Applicant  and 
its  wholly  owned  subsidiaries  consisted 
of  $21,841,398  of  which  $15,562,130  or 
71  percent  was  derived  from  real  estate 
activities.  Manufacturing 'activities  of  a 
wholly  owned  subsidiary  accoimted  for 
$4,675,106  or  21  percent  of  revenues.  Ap¬ 
plicant  contends  that  in  view  of  the  sub¬ 
stantial  portion  of  its  business  in  the  real 
estate  area,  it  would  be  entitled  to  an 
exemption  from  the  Act  pursuant  to 
section  3(c)  (6). 

At  a  special  meeting  of  shareholders 
held  December  17,  1969,  the  holders  of  a 
majority  of  the  outstanding  voting  secu¬ 
rities  of  Applicant  approved  a  proposal 
that  it  cease  to  be  a  registered  invest¬ 
ment  company.  At  another  special  meet¬ 
ing  held  on  December  28, 1971,  a  proposal 
similar  to  that  approved  in  1969  was 
approved  by  a  majority  of  the  outstand¬ 
ing  voting  securities  of  Applicant.  No 
proxies  were  solicited  for  the  1971 
meeting. 

In  addition,  at  the  aforementioned 
1971  special  meeting  of  shareholders  an 
agreement  was  approved  which  Appli¬ 
cant  intends  to  enter  into  with  its  parent, 
Berkshire  Industries,  Inc.,  for  the  benefit 
of  Applicant’s  minority  shareholders 
(the  “Agreement”).  The  Agreement  will 
be  entered  into  and  become  effective  on 
the  date  of  the  Commission’s  order  with 
respect  to  the  instant  application  for 
deregistration  pursuant  to  section  8(f) 
of  the  Act.  Applicant  states  that  the 
Agreement,  which  has  been  made  part 
of  the  application,  will  have  the  effect  of 
satisfying  the  request  of  certain  minority 
shareholders  for: 

1.  The  election  to  the  Board  of  Direc¬ 
tors  of  the  Applicant  of  a  director 
nominated  by  the  minority  shareholders; 
and 

2.  Assurances  that  no  action  will  be 
taken  by  either  Berkshire  or  Applicant 
by  merger  or  otherwise  which  vdll  have 
the  effect  of  forcing  any  minority  stock¬ 
holder  to  involuntarily  divest  himself  of 
stock  in  Applicant;  and 

3.  An  annual  30-day  offer  by  Applicant 
to  purchase  shares  from  those  stock¬ 
holders  wishing  to  sell  their  shares  and 
for  which  there  is  no  present  market. 

In  accordance  with  the  Agreement,  the 
application  states  that  Applicant  would 
have  no  objection  if  the  (Commission  in¬ 
corporates  in  its  order  on  the  Instant 
application  that  continued  compliance  by 
Applicant  with  sdl  the  terms  of  the 
Agreement  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the 
order  is  a  condition  of  deregistration. 
Accordingly,  the  Commission  will  issue  its 
order  with  respect  to  the  instant  applica¬ 
tion  on  the  conditions  that  (1)  Applicant 
and  Berkshire  enter  into  the  Agreement 
on  the  date  of  said  order,  and  (2)  Appli¬ 
cant  comply  with  all  the  terms  of  the 
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Agreement  subsequent  to  the  date  ot  said 
order. 

/(bplicant  has  undertaken  to  man  a 
copy  of  this  notice  of  filing  of  application 
to  each  of  its  stockholders  of  record  as 
promptly  as  possible  after  the  date 
hereof. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  30,  1972,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  in¬ 
terest,  the  reason  for  such  request,  and 
the  issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  Applicant  at  the 
address  set  forth  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  aflldavit  or  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law  by  certificate)  shall  be 
hied  contemporaneously  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  as  provided 
by  Rule  0-5  of  the  application  herein  may 
be  issued  by  the  Commission  upon  the 
basis  of  the  information  stated  in  said 
application,  unless  an  order  for  hearing 
uc>on  said  application  shall  be  issued 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commission’s 
own  motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered  will  receive  notice  of  further  de¬ 
velopments  in  this  matter,  including  the 
date  of  the  hearing  (If  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regxilation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gate  authority. 

[seal!  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.72-3990  Piled  3-15-72;8:50  am) 


tPUe  No.  600-1] 

APPLIED  DEVICES  CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

March  9,  1972. 

The  commosn  stock.  $0.50  par  value,  of 
Applied  Devices  Corp.  being  traded  on 
the  American  Stock  Exchange,  and 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  security  on 
such  exchanges  and  otherwise  than  on 
a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  secticms  15 
(c)  (5)  and  19(a)  (4)  of  the  Securities 
Ebcchange  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in 
such  securities  on  the  above  mentioned 
exchange  and  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  seciuities  exchange  be  summarily 
suspended,  this  order  to  be  effective  for 


the  period  March  14,  1972,  through 
March  23,  1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.72-3929  Plied  3-16-72;8:47  am] 


[Pile  Nos.  2-26717;  22-4284] 

DANA  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing 

March  10,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Dana  Corp. 
(the  “Company”)  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  under  Clause  (ii)  of  section  310(b) 
(1)  of  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of  1939 
(“the  Act”)  for  a  finding  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  the  trusteeship  of  Manu¬ 
facturers  Hanover  Trust  Co.  (“Manu¬ 
facturers”)  under  an  indenture  dated  as 
of  December  1,  1966  (the  “1966  Inden¬ 
ture”),  heretofore  qualified  under  the 
Act,  and  a  new  indenture,  which  will  not 
be  qualified  under  the  Act,  is  not  so  likely 
to  involve  a  material  conflict  of  interest 
as  to  make  it  necessary  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors 
to  disqualify  Manufacturers  from  acting 
as  trustee  under  both  indentures. 

Section  310(b)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  if  a  trustee  under  an  indenture 
qualified  under  the  Act  has  or  shall  ac¬ 
quire  any  conflicting  interest  (as  defined 
in  the  section),  it  shall  within  90  days 
after  ascertaining  that  it  has  such  con¬ 
flicting  interest  either  eliminate  such 
conflicting  interest  or  resign.  Subsec¬ 
tion  (1)  of  this  section  provides,  with 
certain  exceptions,  that  a  trustee  imder 
a  qualified  indenture  shall  be  deemed  to 
have  a  conflicting  interest  if  such  trustee 
is  acting  as  trustee  under  another  inden- 
txire  of  the  same  obligor.  However,  pur¬ 
suant  to  clause  (ii)  of  subsection  (1), 
there  may  be  excluded  from  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  this  provision  another  indenture 
under  which  other  seciu-ities  of  such  obli¬ 
gor  are  outstanding,  if  the  obligor  shall 
have  sustained  the  binden  of  proving  on 
application  to  the  Commission  and  after 
opportunity  for  hearing  thereon,  that 
trusteeship  under  the  qualified  indenture 
and  such  other  indenture  is  not  so  likely 
to  involve  a  material  conflict  of  interest 
as  to  make  it  necessary  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors 
to  disqualify  such  trustee  from  acting 
as  trustee  under  both  such  indentures. 

The  Company  alleges  that: 

1.  As  of  December  31,  1971,  there  were 
outstanding  $33,353,000  principal  amount 
of  6  percent  debentures  due  1991  which 
were  issued  under  the  1966  indenture. 

2.  The  Company’s  wholly  owned  sub¬ 
sidiary,  Dana  International  Finance  Co. 
(“International”),  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell  under  the  new  indenture  made 
among  the  Company,  International  and 
Manufacturers,  $20  million  principal 
amount  of  —  percent  Guaranteed  Sink¬ 
ing  Fund  Debentures  due  1987  (the  “new 
debentures”).  It  is  proix>sed  that  the 
new  debentures  will  be  issued  and  sold 
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outside  the  United  States  in  a  transaction 
which  will  be  exempt  from  registration 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 

3.  ’Ihe  new  debentures  are  to  be 
guaranteed  as  to  payment  of  principal, 
interest,  premium,  if  any,  and  sinking 
fund,  by  the  Company.  ’The  new  inden¬ 
ture  will  not  be  qualified  under  the  Act. 

4.  ’The  1966  indenture  is  and  the  new 
indenture  will  be,  wholly  unsecured.  The 
Company  is  not  in  default  under  the  1966 
indenture. 

5.  The  obligations  of  the  Company 
under  the  1966  indenture  will  rank 
equally  with  the  guarantee  of  the  new 
debentures  by  the  Company. 

6.  Such  differences  as  exist  between 
the  two  indentures  are  not  so  likely  to 
involve  a  material  conflict  of  interest  as 
to  make  it  necessary  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  or  for  the  protection  of  investors  to 
disqualify  Manufacturers  from  acting  as 
truirtee  under  both  indentures. 

The  Company  has  waived  notice  of 
hearing  and  hearing  in  connection  with 
the  matter  referred  to  in  this  application. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
matters  of  fact  and  law  asserted,  all  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  said  application, 
which  is  a  public  dociunent  on  file  in  the 
offices  of  the  Commission  at  500  North 
Capitol  Street,  Washington,  DC  20549. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  29,  1972,  request  in  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  law 
or  fact  raised  by  such  application  which 
he  desires  to  controvert,  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  should  order  a  hearing  thereon. 
Any  such  request  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  the  Commission  may 
issue  an  order  granting  the  application, 
upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the 
Commission  may  deem  necessary  or  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  public  interest  and  the 
protection  of  investors,  unless  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  ordered  by  the  Commission. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporation  Finance,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

'  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.72-3930  Piled  3-16-72;8:47  am] 


(File  No.  600-1] 

ECOLOGICAL  SCIENCE  CORP. 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

March  9,  1972. 

The  common  stock,  2  cents  par  value, 
of  Ecological  Science  Corp.  being  traded 
on  the  American  Stock  Exchange, 
the  Philadelphia-Baltlmore-Washington 
Stock  Exchange  and  the  Pacific  Coast 
Stock  Exchange,  pursuant  to  provisions 
of  the  Securities  Exdiange  A^  of  1934 
and  all  other  securities  of  Ecological 
Science  Corporation  being  traded  other- 
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wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change;  and 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  such  security  on 
such  exchanges  and  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  sections  15 
(c)(5)  and  19(a)(4)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  that  trading  in 
such  securities  on  the  above  mentioned 
exchanges  and  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securiti^  exchange  be  summarily 
suspended,  this  order  to  be  effective  for 
the  period  March  14,  1972,  through 
March  23,  1972. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Ronald  P.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.72-393i  Piled  3-16-72:8:47  amj 


(811-929,  811-2134,  812-3095] 

FIRST  MIDWEST  CORP.  AND 
FIRST  MIDWEST  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Order  De¬ 
claring  That  Company  Is  Not  an  In¬ 
vestment  Company  and  Exempting 
Subsidiary 

March  9,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  First  Mid¬ 
west  Corp.  (Midwest),  a  nondiversified, 
closed-end  management  investment  com¬ 
pany  under  the  Investment  Company  Act 
of  1940  (Act),  and  First  Midwest  Capital 
Corp.  (SBIC  Subsidiary),  703  Northstar 
Center,  110  South  Seventh  Street,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  MN  55402,  Midwest’s  wholly  owned 
Small  Business  Investment  Company 
(SBIC)  subsidiary,  t  non-diversified, 
closed-end  management  investment  com¬ 
pany  under  the  Act.  have  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  an  order  pursuant  to  section 
8(f)  and  section  6(c)  of  the  Act  declar¬ 
ing  that  Midwest  has  ceased  to  be  an 
investment  company  and  declaring  that 
SBIC  Subsidiary  be  exempt  from  all  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act. 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  a  statement  of  the  representa¬ 
tions  made  therein  which  are  summar¬ 
ized  below. 

I.  Midwest  was  organized  in  February 
1959  with  the  name  of  First  Midwest 
Small  Business  Investment  Co.  and  was 
licensed  in  March  1959,  as  an  SBIC 
under  the  Small  Business  Investment  Act 
of  1958.  Thereafter,  it  began  its  opera¬ 
tions  as  an  SBIC.  In  September  1961, 
Midwest  changed  its  name  to  First  Mid¬ 
west  Capital  Corp.  At  a  shareholders’ 
meeting  on  July  20,  1970,  Midwest’s 
shareholders  adopted  a  plan  of  reorgani¬ 
zation.  According  to  the  plan  a  SBIC 
subsidiary  was  created  to  which  the  SBIC 
assets  and  license  and  the  name  First 
Midwest  Capital  Corp.  were  transferred. 
Also,  SBIC  subsidiary  assumed  the  $1,- 
800,000  indebtedness  payable  to  the  SBA, 
which  indebtedness  is  guaranteed  by 
Midwest.  The  plan  allowed  Midwest  to 
further  change  its  name  to  First  Mid¬ 


west  Corp.  and  granted  Midwest  power 
to  engage  in  imrestricted  activity,  thus 
authorizing  Midwest  to  acquire  operating 
assets  and  controlled  companies.  Specifi¬ 
cally,  the  plan  authorize  Midwest  to 
increase  its  68  percent  interest  in  Uni¬ 
versal  Warren  Co.  (Warren) ,  a  real  estate 
development  corporation,  to  83  percent 
by  issuing  Midwest  shares  for  shares  of 
Warren.  Under  the  plan  Midwest  was 
authorized  to  seek  deregistration  as  an 
investment  company  at  the  appropriate 
time.  After  the  reorganization  Midwest 
increased  its  activities  as  an  operating 
company  by  increasing  its  ownership  of 
Warren,  as  planned,  and  becoming  more 
active  in  the  management  of  Warren 
and  Mid  town  Park,  Inc.  (Park) ,  an  auto¬ 
mobile  parking  business  in  which  Mid¬ 
west  has  a  42.5  percent  direct  interest. 

Section  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Act  defines  an 
investment  company  as  any  issuer  which 
is  or  holds  itself  out  as  being  engaged 
primarily,  or  proposes  to  engage  pri¬ 
marily,  in  the  business  of  investing,  re¬ 
investing,  or  trading  in  securities. 

Section  3(a)  (3)  defines  an  investment 
company  as  any  issuer  which  is  engaged 
or  proposes  to  engage  in  the  business  of 
investing,  reinvesting,  owning,  holding 
or  trading  in  securities,  and  owns  or  pro¬ 
poses  to  acquire  investment  securities 
having  a  value  of  40  per  centum  of  the 
value  of  issuer’s  total  assets  (exclusive  of 
government  securities  and  cash  items) 
on  an  unconsolidated  basis.  As  defined 
in  section  3  of  the  Act,  investment  secu¬ 
rities  includes  all  securities  except  (A) 
Government  securities,  (B)  secmities  is¬ 
sued  by  employees’  securities  companies, 
and  (C)  securities  issued  by  majority- 
owned  subsidiaries  of  the  owner  which 
are  not  investment  companies. 

Midwest  claims  that  it  is  not  an  invest¬ 
ment  company  as  defined  by  section 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Act  for  the  reason  that 
it  is  not  and  does  not  propose  to  be  en¬ 
gaged  primarily  in  the  business  of  in¬ 
vesting,  reinvesting  or  trading  in  secu¬ 
rities.  Midwest  asserts  that  it  is  not  an 
investment  company  under  section  3(a) 
(3)  of  the  Act  because  its  investment 
securities  constitute  less  than  40  percent 
of  the  value  of  its  total  assets.  Midwest 
claims  that  for  the  purposes  of  section 
3(a)(3),  Midtown  Park,  Inc.  (Park) 
should  be  considered  a  majority-owned 
subsidiary  of  Midwest  because  Midwest 
owns  directly  a  42.5  percent  interest  in 
Park  and  an  additional  7.5  percent  inter¬ 
est  through  SBIC  Subsidiary.  (See  Table 
I,  below.)  Nevertheless,  Midwest  asserts 
that,  even  if  considered  an  investment 
company  within  the  meaning  of  section 
3(a)  (3) ,  it  would  be  entitled  to  an  order 
pursuant  to  section  3(b)(2)  declaring 
that  Midwest  is  not  an  investment  com¬ 
pany  under  the  Act. 

Section  3(b)(2)  provides  that,  not¬ 
withstanding  section  3(a)  (3)  any  issuer 
with  the  Commission  finds  and  by  order 
declares  to  be  primarily  engaged  in  a 
business  or  businesses  other  than  that  of 
investing,  reinvesting,  owning,  holding, 
or  trading  in  securities  either  directly  or 
(A)  through  majority-owned  subsidiaries 
or  (B)  through  controlled  companies 
conducting  similar  types  of  businesses. 


The  following  Table  shows  the  assets 
of  Midwest  and  SBIC  Subsidiary  as  of 
September  30, 1971. 

Table  I 


Direct 

business  and 
wholly 

owned.  Other 
inajorlly- 
owneU  and 
controlled 
businesses 


Direct  Business: 

Cash  and  Uovenuuent 

securities .  19,966 

Note  receivable . 148,060 

Interest  receivable .  107, 406 

Accounts  receivable .  48, 247 

Organization  expense .  14, 863 

Other  assets .  6,006 

Majority-owned  or  controlled 

U nl versal  Warren  (86.9%) . .  3, 010, 000 

Midtown  Park,  Inc. 

(42.6%) .  667,600 

Investment  Securities  CSC, 

Inc.  (26.9%) . 

SBIC  Subsldiur}'  (wliolly 
owned): 

Midtown  Park,  Inc.  (7.6%).  107, 600 


Ca.sh . 

U.S.  Treasury  bills.. 

Note  receivable . 

Interest  receivable... 
Organization  ex|x*n.s«' 
Miscellaneous  a.ssets. . 
Certificate  of  de|)osit. 
Inve.stment  si-cuiities. 


260,000 


4,684 
98,771 
24, 281 
6,428 
1,392 
20,168 
>,600,000 
1, 602, 663 


Totals 


4,048.627  3,617,187 


If  allocated  as  shown  in  Table  I,  52.81 
percent  of  Midwest  and  SBIC  Subsidi¬ 
ary’s  total  assets  may  be  considered  to  be 
related  to  businesses  other  than  that  of 
Investing,  owning,  holding,  or  trading  in 
securities. 

Applicant  asserts  that  two  transac¬ 
tions  have  occurred  since  September  30, 
1971,  which  strengthen  its  request  for 
an  order  pursuant  to  section  3(b)(2). 
First,  on  November  4,  1971,  SBIC  Sub¬ 
sidiary  paid  $750,000  to  the  SBA  to  re¬ 
duce  its  obligation  to  $1,050,000  (and 
correspondingly  reduced  Midwest’s  guar¬ 
antee  of  SBIC  Subsidiary’s  debt  payable 
to  the  SBA).  Second,  Midwest  recently 
acquired  97.86  percent  of  the  stock  of 
Royal  Pantry  Food,  Inc.  (Pantry),  a  fro¬ 
zen  bakery  products  manufacturer  and 
distributor.  Midwest’s  investment  in 
Pantry  totals  approximately  $276,000. 
•  SBIC  Subsidiary  at  one  time  had  an  in¬ 
vestment  in  Pantry,  but  with  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  by  Midwest,  SBIC  Subsidiary’s  in¬ 
vestment  terminated. 

Midwest  represents  that  it  controls 
Warren,  a  real  estate  development  busi¬ 
ness,  and  Park,  an  automobile  parking 
business. 

Midwest  owns  89.5  percent  of  Warren’s 
total  outstanding  stock.  Three  of  War¬ 
ren’s  four  directors  are  directors  of  Mid¬ 
west  and  three  of  Warren’s  five  oflBcers 
are  officers  of  Midwest.  There  is  only  one 
other  shareholder  of  Warren.  Midwest 
asserts  that  all  WaiTen’s  policy  matters 
are  determined  by  Midwest. 

Midwest  owns  42.5  percent  of  Park’s 
total  outstanding  stock.  SBIC  Subsidiary 
owns  an  additional  7.5  percent.  The  next 
two  largest  shareholders  each  owns  5.6 
percent.  Midwest  asserts  that  no  pri¬ 
mary  or  policy  decisions  are  made  with¬ 
out  consulting  Midwest. 
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Midwest  also  represents  that  its  of¬ 
ficers  devote  the  principal  portion  of 
their  time  to  the  operation  of  Warren 
and  Park. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  appUcation,  finds  that  a  regis¬ 
tered  investment  company  has  ceased 
to  be  an  investment  company,  it  shall  so 
declare  by  order  which  may  be  made 
upon  appropriate  conditions  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  investors,  and  upon 
the  taking  effect  of  such  order  the  regis¬ 
tration  of  such  company  shall  cease  to 
be  effective. 

n.  SBIC  Subsidiary  seeks  an  order  pur- 
siiant  to  section  6(c)  exempting  It  from 
all  provisions  of  the  Act.  SBIC  Subsidi¬ 
ary  is  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of  Mid¬ 
west,  a  company  represented  not  to  be 
an  Investment  company.  Because  of  the 
nature  of  its  business,  SBIC  Subsidiary  is 
an  investment  company. 

SBIC  Subsidiary  represents  that  but 
for  its  outstanding  debts  to  the  SBA  it 
would  not  be  an  investment  company 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act  by  reason 
of  the  provisions  of  section  3(b)(3).  That 
section  excepts  from  the  definition  of 
“investment  company"  any  issuer  all  of 
the  outstanding  securities  of  which 
(other  than  short-term  paper  and  direc¬ 
tors  qualifying  shares)  are  directly  or 
indirectly  in  a  business  or  businesses 
other  than  that  of  investing,  owning, 
holding  or  trading  in  securities. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Commission,  by  order  upon  applica¬ 
tion,  may  conditionally  or  imcondition- 
ally  exempt  any  person  from  any  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act,  if  and  to  the  extent 
that,  such  exemption  is  necesary  or  ap¬ 
propriate  in  the  pubUc  Interest  and  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  protection  of  investors 
and  the  purposes  fairly  intended  by  the 
policy  and  provisions  of  the  Act. 

SBIC  Subsidiary  represents  that  under 
all  the  circumstances'  it  would  appeal’ 
appropriate  and  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors  as  well  as  the  pur¬ 
poses  intended  by  the  Act  to  exempt 
SBIC  Subsidiary  from  all  provisions  of 
the  Act.  SBIC  Subsidiary  states  that  its 
operations  will  be  subject  to  extensive 
regulation  by  the  SBA,  including  regula¬ 
tion  Of  its  relations  with  “associates," 
including  Midwest. 

SBIC  Subsidiary  has  consented  that 
any  order  exempting  it  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act  may  be  issued  with  the 
imposition  of  the  following  conditions: 

1.  SBIC  Subsidiary  shall: 

(a)  Not  issue  any  securities  (other 
than  short-term  paper  as  defined  in  sec¬ 
tion  2(a)  (38)  of  the  Act)  except  to  Mid¬ 
west  or  securities  issued  or  guaranteed  in 
connection  with  SBA  programs,  unless 
such  transaction  is  expressly  permitted 
by  order  of  the  Commission; 

(b)  File  with  the  Commission  within 
120  dajrs  after  the  close  of  each  fiscal 
year  of  SBIC  Subsidiary  the  data  re¬ 
quired  by  Items  5,  6,  7,  and  8  of  the  an¬ 
nual  report  on  Form  N-5R  adopted  by 
the  CTommlssion  pursuant  to  section 
30(a)  of  the  Act; 

(c)  File  with  the  Commission  within 
120  days  after  the  close  of  each  fiscal 
year  of  SBIC  Subsidiary  and  Midwest  (1) 
a  balance  sheet  of  each  company  show¬ 


ing  assets  in  reasonable  detail  as  of  the 
close  of  such  fiscal  year,  with  a  schedule 
showing  such  assets  at  value  (taking 
securities  for  which  market  quotaticms 
are  readily  available  to  market  value  and 
taking  other  securities  and  assets  at  value 
as  determined  in  good  faith  by  the  bear’d 
of  directors)  and  (ii)  a  statement  of  in¬ 
come  for  such  fiscal  year  and  a  state¬ 
ment  of  paid-in  surplus  and  retained 
earnings  as  of  the  close  of  such  fiscal 
year  for  SBIC  Subsidiary  and  Midwest. 
SBIC  Subsidiary  may  incorporate  by  ref¬ 
erence  in  any  material  filed  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  this  condition  any 
document  or  part  thereof  previously  or 
concurrently  filed  with  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  any  of  the  Acts  administered 
by  the  Commission. 

2.  No  person  other  than  Midwest 
shall  own  any  outstanding  seciulty  of 
SBIC  Subsidiary  (other  than  short-term 
paper) ,  except  for  short-term  pap)er  and 
for  securities  issued  or  guaranteed  in 
connection  with  SBA  programs. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  29,  1972,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied 
by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his 
interest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed 
to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
shall  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
communication  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  shall  be  served  personally 
or  by  mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  Mid¬ 
west  at  the  address  stated  above.  Proof 
of  such  service  by  affidavit  (or  in  case  of 
an  attorney  at  law  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  as  provided 
by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  an  order  dis¬ 
posing  of  the  application  herein  may  be 
issued  by  the  Commission  upon  the  basis 
of  the  information  stated  in  said  applica¬ 
tion,  unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon 
said  application  shall  be  issued  ui>on  re¬ 
quest  or  upon  the  (Commission’s  own 
motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing, 
or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  notice  of  further  de¬ 
velopments  in  the  matter  Including  the 
date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.72-3932  FUed  3-15-72;8:47  am] 


[812-3119] 

ISL  VARIABLE  ANNUITY  FUND  A  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Application  To  Permit  Offer 
of  Exchange  ancJ  for  Exemption 
March  10,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  ISL  Vari¬ 
able  Annuity  Fund  A,  ISL  Variable  An¬ 


nuity  Fund  B  (the  “Variable  Annuity 
Funds”),  and  Investors  Syndicate  Life 
Insurance  and  Annuity  Co.  (Investors 
Life) ,  (herein  collectively  referred  to  as 
“Applicants"),  Eighth  Street  and  Mar¬ 
quette  Avenue,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  have 
filed  an  apphcaticm  pursuant  to  section 
11  and  section  6(c)  of  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (Act)  for  an 
order  permitting  the  offer  of  exchange 
described  below  and  exempting  AppU- 
cants  from  section  22(d)  of  the  Act.  All 
interested  persons  are  referred  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  on  file  with  the  Commission 
for  a  statement  of  the  representations 
made  therein  which  are  summarized  be¬ 
low. 

The  Variable  Annuity  Funds  were  es¬ 
tablished  on  May  10,  1968,  and  June  10, 
1968,  respectiv^y,  as  separate  accoimts 
vmder  Minnesota  law  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  assets  accruing  from  the 
sale  of  individual  variable  annuity  con¬ 
tracts  by  Investors  Life,  and  are  reg¬ 
istered  under  the  Act  as  open-end 
diversified  management  investment  com¬ 
panies.  Investors  Life,  vhich  is  the  prin¬ 
cipal  imderwriter  of  the  variable 
annuity  contracts,  is  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  Investors  Diversified  Serv¬ 
ices,  Inc.  (IDS).  IDS  is  the  principal 
underwriter  for  six  open-end,  diversified 
management  investment  companies:  IDS 
Progressive  Fund,  Inc.;  Investors  Mu¬ 
tual,  Inc.;  Investors  Selective  Fund,  Inc.; 
Investors  Stock  Fund.  Inc.;  Investors 
Variable  Payment  Fund,  Inc.;  and  IDS 
New  Dimensions  Fund,  Inc.  (the  “IDS 
Group”) . 

Pursuant  to  a  Commission  order  dated 
December  3,  1970,  shareholders  of  each 
of  the  funds  m  the  IDS  Group  can  trans¬ 
fer  their  accumulated  investments  from 
any  of  said  funds  into  one  of  the  Vari¬ 
able  Annuity  Funds  for  Individual  Single 
Purchase  Payment  Immediate  Annuity 
Contracts  (the  Contracts). 

The  Contracts  provide  for  a  single  pur¬ 
chase  payment  and  for  annuity  pasonents 
to  start  no  more  than  60  days  after  the 
purchase  date.  Such  transfers  are  made 
without  the  usual  sales  charges,  but  are 
subject  to  administrative  charges  and  ap¬ 
plicable  state  premium  taxes.  The  ad¬ 
ministrative  charges  on  Variable  Annuity 
Fund  A  Contracts  are  2  percent  on  the 
first  $15,000  of  purchase  payments:  1 
percent  on  the  next  $10,000  of  purchase 
payments;  and  one-half  percent  on  all 
payments  in  excess  of  $25,000.  The  ad¬ 
ministrative  charges  on  Variable  An¬ 
nuity  Fund  B  Contracts  is  2  percent  of 
the  total  amount  of  purchase  payments 
(Investment  Company  Act  Release  No. 
6310). 

Applicants  state  the  administrative  ex- 
Ijenses  previously  approved  did  not  indi¬ 
cate  that  any  payment  would  be  made  to 
salesmen  processing  any  such  exchange. 
Applicants  now  seek  fuither  approval 
under  section  11(a)  and  for  exemption 
from  section  22(d)  of  the  Act  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  necessary  to  allow  payments  to  sales 
representatives  who  slid  in  arranging  and 
processing  the  plan  of  exchange  referred 
to  above. 

Applicants  consider  it  necessary  and 
desirable  to  pay  the  sales  representative 
who  aids  in  the  processing  of  any  ex¬ 
change  from  the  IDS  Group  to  an  hn- 
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mediate  variable  annuity.  An  exchange 
between  mutual  fund:  within  the  IDS 
Group  is  generally  accomplished  directly 
between  the  customer  and  IDS,  without 
any  sales  representative,  because  it  in¬ 
volves  only  a  very  simple  change  in  the 
customer’s  investment  objectives.  Ap¬ 
plicants  state,  however,  that  at  the  time 
of  retirement  an  investor  is  faced,  gen¬ 
erally  for  the  first  time  with  a  new  prob¬ 
lem,  one  of  withdrawing  the  “right” 
amount  of  his  acciimulations  to  balance 
his  current  needs  and  his  future  expected 
requirements.  Applicants  state  that  such 
a  decision  is  complex  and  requires  sub¬ 
stantial  explanation  and  discussion  to 
determine  a  suitable  annuity.  Once  a  de¬ 
cision  is  made  to  exchange  for  an  an¬ 
nuity,  a  complex  annuity  application 
must  be  completed  in  the  presence  of  a 
sales  representative,  licensed  by  the 
State  Insurance  Department,  and  other 
related  papers  completed,  just  as  in  any 
cash  purchase.  The  sales  representative 
is  expected  to  perform  this  service  of 
aiding  the  customer  to  exercise  the  ex¬ 
change  right.  Applicants  state  that  the 
sales  representative  should  be  paid  for 
the  service  he  is  required  to  provide.  Ap- 
pUcants  propose  to  compensate  members 
of  the  field  force  for  their  services  in  aid¬ 
ing  an  IDS  Group  customer  apply  for  an 
immediate  variable  annuity  without  sales 
charge  under  the  approved  exchange 
offer,  in  the  fiat  amoimt  of  $50  per  ex¬ 
change  consummated,  regardless  of  the 
amount  of  acciunulation  so  exchanged 
in  any  one  transaction.  The  $50  payment 
will  be  made  from  the  amount  investors 
pay  for  administrative  expenses. 

AppUcants  state  they  believe  $50  is  suf¬ 
ficient  to  compensate  the  field  represent¬ 
ative  for  the  amount  of  time,  effort  and 
actual  costs  involved  in  servicing  the  cus¬ 
tomer’s  needs  in  the  average  exchange 
case  and  sufficiently  small  to  minimize  or 
eliminate  soliciting  or  overreaching  by 
such  representative.  Applicants  state 
they  believe  the  main  purpose  of  section 
11(a)  of  the  Act  is  to  prevent  “churning” 
of  customer  accounts.  Applicants  believe 
that  $50  payments  as  herein  proposed  are 
insufficient  to  cause  such  “churning”. 

Applicants  represent  that  the  ISL  sales 
representatives  are  and  will  continue  to 
be  prohibited  from  soliciting  any  ex¬ 
changes  which  may  be  permitted  as  a 
result  of  this  proposal.  Applicants  fur¬ 
ther  represent  that  supervision  will  be 
maintained  as  long  as  such  plan  of  ex¬ 
change  is  continued  to  determine  that 
such  exchanges  are  not  “solicited”  and 
that  other  “overreaching”  does  not  oc¬ 
cur,  and  that  if  either  solicitation  or  over¬ 
reaching  patterns  develop  as  a.  result  of 
the  $50  payments  proposed  herein,  the 
pa5mients  to  the  field  force  will  be 
changed,  reduced  or  eliminated  by  ISL 
as  may  be  necessary  to  eliminate  such 
patterns,  but  that  in  no  event  will  more 
than  $50  be  paid  to  the  field  force  for  any 
such  exchange  transaction  without  fur¬ 
ther  approval  of  the  Commission. 

Section  11(a)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
It  shall  be  imlawful  for  any  registered 
op>en-end  company  or  any  principal  im- 
derwriter  for  such  a  company  to  make  or 
cause  to  be  made  an  offer  to  the  holder 


of  a  security  of  such  company  or  of  any 
other  open-end  investment  company  to 
exchange  his  security  for  a  security  in 
the  same  or  other  such  company  on  any 
basis  other  than  the  relative  net  asset 
values  of  the  respective  securities  to  be 
exchanged,  imless  the  terms  of  the  offer 
have  first  been  submitted  to  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Commission.  Applicants 
request  approval  under  section  11  be¬ 
cause  the  offer  of  exchange  will  be  made 
at  net  asset  value  plus  administrative 
charges,  including  a  direct  payment  to 
sales  representatives. 

Section  22(d)  of  the  Act  provides  in 
pertinent  part  that  no  registered  invest¬ 
ment  company  shall  sell  any  redeemable 
security  issued  by  it  to  any  person  except 
at  a  current  public  offering  price  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  prospectus.  Applicants  re¬ 
quest  exemption  from  section  22(d)  be¬ 
cause  investors  in  the  Funds  will  be  able 
to  purchase  contracts  at  the  fixed  sales 
load,  l.e.,  at  a  price  different  from  that 
described  in  the  prospectus. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Commission,  by  order  upon  applica¬ 
tion,  may  conditionally  or  uncondition¬ 
ally  exempt  any  person  or  transactions 
from  any  provision  or  provisions  of  the 
Act,  if  and  to  the  extent  that  such 
exemption  is  necessary  or  appropriate  in 
the  public  interest  and  consistent  with 
protection  of  investors  and  the  purposes 
fairly  intended  by  the  policy  and  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  30,  1972,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reason  for  such  request  and  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  applicant  at  the 
address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such  serv¬ 
ice  (by  affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  attorney 
at  law  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  con¬ 
temporaneously  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  as  provided  by  Rule 
0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  mider  the  Act,  an  order  disposing 
of  the  application  herein  may  be  issued 
by  the  Commission  upon  the  basis  of  the 
Information  stated  in  said  application, 
unless  an  order  for  hearing  thereon  shall 
be  issued  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a 
hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  notice  of 
further  developments  in  this  matter,  in¬ 
cluding  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  or¬ 
dered)  and  any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegate  authority. 

[seal!  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-3991  Plied  3-16-72;8:60  amj 


170-5165] 

MISSISSIPPI  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of 

First  Mortgage  Bonds  at  Competi¬ 
tive  Bidding 

March  9, 1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Mississippi 
Power  &  Light  Co.  (Mississippi),  Post 
Office  Box  1640,  Jackson,  MS  39205,  an 
electric  utility  subsidiary  company  of 
Middle  South  Utilities,  Inc.,  a  registered 
holding  company,  has  filed  a  declaration, 
pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (Act),  designating 
sections  6(a)  and  7  of  the  Act  and  Rule 
50  thereunder  as  applicable  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction.  All  interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  declaration,  which  is 
summarized  below,  for  a  complete  state¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  transa^ion. 

Mississippi  proposes  to  issue  and  sell, 
subject  to  the  competitive  bidding  re¬ 
quirements  of  Rule  50  imder  the  Act, 
$15  million  principal  amount  of  first 

mortgage  bonds, _ percent  Series 

due  2002.  ’The  interest  rate  of  the  bonds 
(which  will  be  a  multiple  of  one-eighth 
of  1  percent)  and  the  price,  exclusive  of 
accrued  interest,  to  be  paid  to  Mississippi' 
(which  will  be  not  less  than  100  percent 
nor  more  than  102%  percent  of  the 
principal  amount  thereof)  will  be  de¬ 
termined  by  competitive  bidding.  The 
bonds  will  be  issued  under  Mississippi’s 
Mortgage  and  Deed  of  Trust  dated  as  of 
September  1,  1944,  to  Irving  Trust  Co. 
and  Frederick  G.  Herbst  (E.  J.  McCabe, 
successor) ,  as  trustees,  as  heretofore  sup- 
plonented  and  as  to  be  further  supple¬ 
mented  by  a  Twelfth  Supplemental  In- 
dentme  to  be  dated  as  of  May  1,  1972, 
and  which  includes  a  prohibition  imtil 
May  1,  1977,  against  refunding  the  issue 
with  the  proceeds  of  funds  borrowed  at  a 
lower  annual  cost  of  money.  The  net 
proceeds  derived  from  the  is^ance  and 
sale  of  the  bonds  are  to  be  applied  to 
reduce  the  amount  of  shortterm  obli¬ 
gations  (estimated,  at  the  time  of  the 
issuance  of  the  bonds,  at  $18,500,000). 
Mississippi’s  construction  program  for 
1972  is  ^rtlmated  at  $44,978,000,  requir¬ 
ing  an  estimated  $22  million  total  new 
fimds  from  external  sources.  It  is  ex¬ 
pected  that  the  remaining  new  funds, 
after  giving  effect  to  the  proposed  issue 
and  sale  of  bonds,  will  be  temporarily 
financed  through  additional  shortterm 
borrowings  until  further  permanent  fi¬ 
nancing  is  required. 

It  is  stated  that  no  State  commission 
and  no  Federal  commission,  other  than 
this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  proposed  transaction.  The  fees  and 
expanses  to  be  incurred  by  Mississippi 
in  connection  with  the  bonds  are  esti¬ 
mated  at  $75,000,  including  legal  fees  of 
$22,400  and  auditor’s  fees  of  $7,000.  The 
fee  of  counsel  for  the  underwriters,  to 
be  paid  by  the  successful  bidders,  is  esti¬ 
mated  at  $9,000. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  April  14, 
1972,  request  in  writing  that  a  hearing  be 
held  on  such  matter,  stating  the  nature 
of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such  re¬ 
quest,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  raised 
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by  said  declaration  which  he  desires  to 
controvert;  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  re¬ 
quest  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or 
by  mall  (airmail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  the  de¬ 
clarant  at  the  above-stated  address,  and 
proof  of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case 
of  an  attorney  at  law,  by  certificate) 
should  be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any 
time  after  said  date,  the  declaration,  as 
filed  or  as  it  may  be  amended,  may  be 
F>ermitted  to  become  effective  as  provided 
in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  promulgated  under  the  Act,  or 
the  Commission  may  grant  exemption 
from  such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules 
20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other 
action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Per¬ 
sons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as 
to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  re¬ 
ceive  notice  of  further  developments  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegate  authority. 

[seal]  Ronald  P.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-3933  Piled  3-15-72;8:48  am) 


[70-5168) 

MONONGAHELA  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of 
First  Mortgage  Bonds;  and  Shares 
of  Cumulative  Preferred  Stock  at 
Competitive  Bidding;  and  Proposed 
Charter  Amendment 

March  10,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Mononga-' 
hela  Power  Co.  (Monongahela),  1310 
Fairmont  Avenue,  Fairmont,  WV  26554, 
a  registered  holding  company  and  a 
wholly  owned  electric  utility  subsidiary 
company  of  Allegheny  Power  System, 
Inc.,  also  a  registered  holding  company, 
has  filed  a  declaration  with  this  Commis¬ 
sion  pursuant  to  the  Public  Utility  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  of  1935  (Act),  des¬ 
ignating  sections  6(a)  and  7  thereof  and 
Rule  50  promulgated  thereunder  as  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  proposed  transactions.  All 
interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
declaration,  which  is  summarized  below, 
for  a  complete  statement  of  the  proposed 
transactions. 

Monongahela  proposes  to  issue  and 
sell,  subject  to  the  competitive  bidding 
requirements  of  Rule  50  imder  the  Act, 
$30  million  principal  amount  of  its  first 

mortgage  bonds, _ percent  Series 

due  April  1,  2002.  The  interest  rate  of  the 
bonds  (which  will  be  a  multiple  of  one- 
eighth  of  1  percent)  and  the  price  (ex¬ 
clusive  of  accrued  interest)  to  be  paid 
to  Monongahela  for  the  bonds  (which 
will  be  not  less  than  100  percent  nor  more 
than  102%  percent  of  the  principal 


amount  thereof)  will  be  determined  by 
the  competitive  bidding.  The  bonds  will 
be  issued  under  the  indenture  dated  as 
of  August  1,  1945,  between  Monongahela 
and  First  National  City  Bank,  trustee, 
as  heretofore  supplemented  and  as  to  be 
further  supplemented  by  a  supplemental 
indenture  to  be  dated  as  of  AprU  1, 1972, 
and  includes  a  5 -year  prohibition  against 
redemption  with  or  in  anticipation  of 
moneys  borrowed  at  lower  interest  costs. 

Monongahela  also  proposes  to  amend 
its  charter  to  increase  the  authorized 
shares  of  cumulative  preferred  stock 
from  390,000  to  540,000  and  to  issue  and 
sell,  subject  to  the  competitive  bidding 
requirements  of  Rule  50  imder  the  Act, 
50,000  shares  of  its  cumulative  preferred 
st^k.  Series  H,  par  value  $100  per  share. 
The  dividend  rate  of  the  preferred  shares 
(vhich  will  be  a  multiple  of  $0.04)  and 
the  price  (exclusive  of  accrued  divi¬ 
dends'  to  oe  paid  Monongahela  for  the 
preferred  stock  (which  will  not  be  less 
than  $100  nor  more  than  $102.75  per 
share)  will  be  determined  by  the  com¬ 
petitive  bidding.  The  terms  of  the  prefer¬ 
red  stock  include  a  provision  against  re¬ 
funding  the  preferred  stock  prior  to 
April  1,  1977,  directly  or  indirectly,  with 
funds  derived  from  the  issue  of  debt 
securities  at  a  lower  effective  interest 
cost  O’"  nrefe^red  stock  at  a  lower  effective 
dividend  cost. 

The  net  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the 
bonds  and  preferred  stock  will  be  used  to 
finance  in  part  the  construction  program 
of  Monongahela  and  its  subsidiary  com¬ 
pany  (including  payment  of  approxi¬ 
mately  $8  million  of  short-term  notes 
issued  and  sold  therefor)  and  for  other 
corporate  purposes.  Construction  expend¬ 
itures  of  Monongahela  and  its  subsidi¬ 
ary  company  for  the  years  1972  and  1973 
are  estimated  to  aggregate  $106  million. 

It  is  stated  that  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  Ohio  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  issue  and  sale  of  the  bonds  and 
preferred  stock  and  that  no  other  State 
commission  or  Federal  commission,  other 
than  this  Commission,  has  jurisdiction 
over  the  proposed  transactions. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  paid  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  transac¬ 
tions  are  estimated  at  $60,000  for  the 
bonds  and  $29,000  for  the  preferred  stock, 
including  accountants’  fees  of  $3,800  and 
$600,  respectively,  and  legal  fees  of 
$10,000  and  $6,000,  respectively.  The  fees 
of  counsel  for  the  underwriters,  to  be 
paid  by  the  successful  bidders,  will  be 
supplied  by  amendment. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
March  31,  1972,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  declaration  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  should  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  frmn  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  the  declarant  at 


the  above-stated  address,  and  pr(x>f  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  declaration,  as  filed  or  as  it 
may  be  amended,  may  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  as  provided  in  Rule  23  of 
the  general  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act  or  the  Commission 
may  grant  exemption  from  such  rules  as 
provided  in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof 
or  take  such  other  action  as  it  may  deem 
appropriate.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered  will  received  notice  of  further 
developments  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  Ronald  P.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-3992  Filed  3-16-72:8:60  amj 


[811-1589] 

TAF  ASSOCIATES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 
Order  Declaring  That  Company  Has 
Ceased  To  Be  an  investment  Com¬ 
pany 

March  10,  1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Taf  Asso¬ 
ciates,  Inc.  (Applicant),  North  Country 
Road,  East  Setauket,  N.Y.,  registered 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (1940  Act),  as  a  closed-end  invest¬ 
ment  company,  has  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  8(f)  of  the  Act  for 
an  order  of  the  Commission  declaring 
that  Applicant  has  ceased  to  be  an  in¬ 
vestment  company.  All  interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  application  for  a 
statement  of  the  representations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  application,  which  are 
summarized  below. 

Applicant  was  incorporated  in  the 
State  of  New  York  on  February  11,  1964, 
and  since  the  date  of  incorporation  has 
engaged  primarily  in  the  business  of  pur¬ 
chasing  for  its  own  account  securities  of 
other  issuers.  On  January  29,  1968, 
Applicant  filed  Form  N-8A  and  on 
April  26,  1968,  Applicant  filed  Form 
N-8B-1.  On  April  29,  1968,  Applicant  filed 
a  registration  statement  on  Form  S-4 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  Such 
registration  statement  never  became 
effective  nor  were  any  shares  sold  to  the 
public  pursuant  to  such  statement.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  registration  statement  was  \dth- 
drawn  on  March  2, 1972. 

Applicant  represents  that  it  has  never 
made  a  public  offering  of  its  securities, 
and  has  no  plans  to  make  one  but  expects 
to  continue  its  operations  as  described 
above. 

Applicant  represents  that  as  of  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1971,  it  had  assets  of  $12,571,  lia¬ 
bilities  of  $1,710  and  210,850  shares  of 
common  stock  issued  and  outstanding 
among  25  shareholders. 

Applicant  asserts  that  it  is  not  an  in¬ 
vestment  company  pursuant  to  section  3 
(c)(1)  of  the  1940  Act.  Section  3(c)(1) 
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provides  that  any  issuer  whose  outstand¬ 
ing  securities  are  beneficially  owned  by 
not  more  than  one  hundred  persons  and 
which  is  not  maldng  and  does  not  pres- 
mtly  propose  to  make  a  puUic  offering 
of  its  securities  is  not  an  investment 
company. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  upon  application,  finds  that  a  reg¬ 
istered  investment  company  has  ceased 
to  be  an  investment  company,  it  shall  so 
declare  by  order,  and  up>on  the  taking 
effect  of  suc-i  order,  the  registration  of 
such  company  shall  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may.  not  later  than 
March  31.  1972.  submit  to  the  Conunis- 
sion  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hearing 
on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  as  to  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the 
reas<m  for  such  request,  and  the  issues, 
if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  should  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission. 
-Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  Applicant  at  the 
address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such  serv¬ 
ice  (by  affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  attorney 
at  law  by  a  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  At 
any  time  after  said  date,  as  provided  by 
Rule  0-5  of  the  niles  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act.  an  order  dis¬ 
posing  of  the  application  herein  may  be 
issued  by  the  Commission  upon  the  basis 
of  the  information  stated  in  said  ap¬ 
plication,  unless  an  order  for  hearing 
upon  said  application  shall  be  issued  ut>on 
request  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own 
motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or 
advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered 
will  receive  notice  of  further  develop¬ 
ments  in  this  m9.tter,  including  the  date 
of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  post¬ 
ponements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regxilation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-3993  Filed  3-15-72;8:50  am] 


[70-5138] 

VERMONT  YANKEE  NUCLEAR  POWER 
CORP. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of 
Promissory  Notes  to  Banks 

March  10, 1972. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Vermont 
Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Corp.  (Vermont 
Yankee),  77  Grove  Street,  Rutland,  VT 
05701,  an  electric  utility  company  and  an 
indirect  subsidiary  company  of  both 
Northeast  Utilities  and  New  England 
Electric  System,  registered  holding  com¬ 
panies,  has  filed  an  application  with  this 
Commission  pursuant  to  the  Public 


Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of  1935 
(Act),  designating  section  6(b)  of  the 
Act  as  applicable  to  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions.  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  application,  which  is  sum¬ 
marized  below,  for  a  complete  statement 
of  the  proposed  transactions. 

Vermont  Yankee  is  constructing  a  nu¬ 
clear-powered  electric  generating  plant 
with  a  net  expected  capacity  of  approxi¬ 
mately  540  megawatts  which  is  expected 
to  be  in  operation  in  1972.  The  total 
capital  cost  of  the  plant,  excluding  the 
cost  of  the  initial  inventory  of  nuclear 
fuel  of  about  $21  million,  is  estimated 
at  $170  million.  Its  10  sponsor  companies 
are  committed  by  capital  fund  require¬ 
ments  and  power  contracts  to  provide 
Vermont  Yankee,  in  accordance  with 
their  stock  percentages,  the  capital  re¬ 
quired  by  Vermont  Yankee,  and  to  pur¬ 
chase  a  like  percentage  of  the  capacity 
and  power  output  of  the  Vermont  Yankee 
plant  on  a  cost-of -service  basis,  which 
includes  an  appropriate  return  on  their 
investment. 

In  order  to  obtain  interim  financing 
for  its  initial  nuclear  fuel  inventory, 
Vermont  Yankee  has  issued  and  sold  its 
promissory  notes  to  The  Chase  Manhat¬ 
tan  Bank  N.A.  (Chase)  pursuant  to  a 
loan  agreement  (File  No.  70-4968) .  Such 
notes,  outstanding  in  the  amount  of 
$19,868,033  at  December  31, 1971,  bear  in¬ 
terest  at  2  percent  the  greater  of  Chase’s 
prime  rate  or  Federal  funds  rate  and 
mature  on  the  earlier  of  June  30,  1972, 
or  5  business  days  after  an  (H>erating 
license  to  Vermont  Yankee  imder  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  becomes  effective. 

Pursuant  to  the  Chase  loan  agreement. 
Vermont  Yankee  now  proposes  to  issue 
up  to  $21  million  of  replacement  notes 
to  refimd  the  outstanding  initial  notes. 
The  initial  notes  are  and  Uie  replace¬ 
ment  notes  will  be  secured  by  a  security 
Interest  in  Vermont  Yankee’s  nuclear 
fuel  assemblies  contained  in  the  initial 
core  and  certain  rights  imder  one  or 
more  contracts  relating  to  the  acquisi¬ 
tion  of  the  assemblies.  ’The  replacement 
notes  will  also  bear  interest  at  2  percent 
above  the  greater  of  Chase’s  prime  rate 
or  federal  funds  rate,  as  determined  on 
a  daily  bsisis.  Each  replacement  note  will 
be  payable  in  installments  through  De¬ 
cember  31,  1978.  Vermont  Yankee  may 
at  its  option  prei>ay  all  or  part  of  each 
replacement  note  without  premium. 

It  is  stated  that  the  Vermont  Public 
Service  Board  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
issue  and  sale  of  the  replacement  notes 
and  that  no  other  State  commission  or 
any  Federal  commission,  other  than  this 
Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
proposed  transactions.  Fees  and  expenses 
to  be  incurred  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  transactions  are  to  be  filed  by 
amendment. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
April  12,  1972,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  rais^  by  said  application 
which  he  desires  to  controvert;  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 


thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  cbpy  of  such  request  should  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  (airmail  if 
the  person  being  served  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mail¬ 
ing)  upon  the  applicant  at  the  above- 
stated  address,  and  proof  of  service  (by 
affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  attorney  at 
law,  by  certificate)  should  be  filed  with 
the  request.  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
the  application,  as  filed  or  as  it  may  be 
amended,  may  be  granted  as  provided 
in  Rule  23  of  the  general  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  promulgated  under  the  Act,  or 
the  Commission  may  grant  exemption 
from  such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules 
20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other 
action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Per¬ 
sons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as 
to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  re¬ 
ceive  notice  of  further  developments  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered >  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt,  ' 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-3994  Filed  3-15-72:8:60  am] 
[812-3141] 

VIRGINIA  CAPITAL  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Consolidated  Notice  of  Filing  of 
Applications  for  Order 

March  9,  1972. 

In  the  matter  of  Virginia  Capital  Corp., 
Arthur  S.  Brinkley,  Jr.,  W.  Gibson  Har¬ 
ris  and  Robert  H.  Pratt,  Directors,  and 
Officers;  Jonathan  Bryan  m,  Frank  G. 
Louthan,  Jr.,  Edmund  A.  Rennolds,  Jr., 
Dil-ectors;  S.  Douglas  Fleet,  an  affiliated 
person;  Robert  L.  Burrus,  Jr.,  an  Officer; 
and  William  R.  Waddell,  an  affiliated 
person  of  an  affiliated  person,  808-A 
United  Virginia  Bank  Building,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.  23219;  Pandick  Press,  Inc., 
Edward  G.  Green  and  Lawrence  L.  Rob¬ 
erts,  Jr.,  Directors  and  Officers,  345  Hud¬ 
son  Street,  New  York,  NY  10014;  Allied 
Capital  Corp.,  Curtis  S.  Steuart,  George 
C.  Williams,  and  T.  Murray  Toomey,  Di¬ 
rectors  and  Officers;  Walter  L.  Green, 
Claude  A.  Jessup,  Henry  J.  Kaufman, 
and  Joseph  P.  Kreegel,  Directors;  James 
F.  Glass,  Jr.,  an  Officer;  Esther  T.  Steu¬ 
art,  an  affiliated  person;  and  Susan  A. 
Sutton,  an  employee,  1625  Eye  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006  (812-3141), 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  persons 
named  below  (collectively  referred  to 
herein  as  “Applicants”),  on  behalf  of 
themselves  and  certain  other  holders  of 
common  stock,  $0.10  par  value  (Stock), 
of  Pandick  Press,  Inc.  (Pandick),  have 
filed  applications  pursuant  to  section  17 
(d)  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (Act)  and  Rule  17d-l  thereunder, 
for  an  order  permitting:  Virginia  Capital 
Corp.  (Virginia  Capital)  to  distribute  as 
a  dividend  to  its  shareholders  110,375 
presently  outstanding  shares  of  Stock; 
Arthur  S.  Brinkley,  Jr.,  senior  vice  presi- 
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dent,  treasurer,  and  a  director  of  Vir¬ 
ginia  Capital,  W.  Gibson  Harris,  chair¬ 
man  of  the  board  of  Virginia  Capital, 
Robert  H.  Pratt,  president  and  a  director 
of  Virginia  Capital,  Jonathan  Bryan  m, 
Frank  O.  Louthan,  Jr.,  and  Edmund  A. 
Rennolds,  Jr.,  all  of  whom  are  directors 
of  Virginia  Capital,  and  S.  Douglas  Fleet, 
an  affiliated  person  of  Virginia  Capital 
(or  the  respective  donees  of  such  per¬ 
sons)  to  sell  or  distribute  shares  of  Stock 
acquired  by  them  as  recipients  of  such 
dividend;  Robert  L.  Burrus,  Jr.,  secre¬ 
tary  of  Virginia  Capital,  and  William  R. 
Waddell,  an  affiliated  person  of  an  affili¬ 
ated  person  of  Virginia  Capital,  to  sell 
or  distribute  an  aggregate  of  800  pres¬ 
ently  outstanding  shares  of  Stock;  Ed¬ 
ward  O.  Green  and  Lawrence  L.  Rob¬ 
erts,  Jr.  (both  of  whom  are  directors  and 
officers  of  Pandick  and  referred  to  col¬ 
lectively  herein  as  the  “Pandick  Offi¬ 
cers”)  ,  or  their  respective  donees,  to  sell 
or  distribute  in  the  aggregate,  50,000 
presently  outstanding  shares  of  Stock; 
Allied  Capital  Corp.  (Allied  Capital)  to 
distribute  as  a  dividend  to  its  sharehold¬ 
ers  53,706  presently  outstanding  shares 
of  Stock;  George  C.  Williams,  president, 
treasurer,  and  a  director  of  Allied  Capi¬ 
tal,  T.  Murray  Toomey,  secretary  and  a 
director  of  Allied  Capital,  Curtis  S.  Steu- 
art,  chairman  of  the  board  of  Allied 
Capital,  Walter  L.  Green,  Claude  A.  Jes¬ 
sup,  Henry  J.  Kaufman,  Joseph  P.  Kree- 
ger,  all  of  whom  are  directors  of  Allied 
Capital,  James  F.  Glass,  Jr.,  assistant 
secretary  and  assistant  treasurer  of  Al¬ 
lied  Capital,  Susan  A.  Sutton,  an  em¬ 
ployee  of  Allied  Capital,  and  Esther  T. 
Steuart,  an  affiliated  person  of  Allied 
Capital  (or  the  respective  donees  of  such 
persons),  to  sell  or  distribute  shares  of 
Stock  acquired  by  them  as  recipients  of 
such  dividend.  All  of  the  holders  of  Stock 
who  will  be  selling  or  distributing  shares 
of  Stock  are  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  “Selling  Shareholders.”  Applicants 
also  seek  an  order  approving  the  execu¬ 
tion  and  delivery  to  Pandick  of  an  agree¬ 
ment  (Agreement)  by  certain  of  the  Sell¬ 
ing  Shareholders.  All  interested  persons 
are  referred  to  the  applications  on  file 
with  the  Commission,  for  a  statement 
of  the  representations  therein,  which  are 
summarized  below. 

Virginia  Capital,  incorporated  imder 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  is  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Act  as  a  closed-end,  non- 
diversified  investment  company,  and  is 
licensed  as  a  small  business  investment 
company  (SBIC)  under  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Investment  Act  of  1958  (1958  Act). 
Pandick,  a  New  York  corporation,  which 
renders  printing  services  to  the  financial 
community,  has  outstanding  1,484,000 
shares  of  Stock.  Virginia  Capital  owns 
276,934  shares  (or  approximately  18.66 
percent)  of  the  presently  outstanding 
Stock.  Robert  L.  Burrus,  Jr.,  owns  500 
shares  or  0.03  percent  and  William  R. 
Waddell  owns  300  shares  or  0.027  percent 
of  the  presently  outstanding  Stock.  Ed¬ 
ward  G.  Green  (Green)  and  Lawrence  L. 
Roberts,  Jr.  (Roberts),  own  214,600  and 
161,573  shares  (or  approximately  14.45 
percent  and  10.89  percent)  of  the  pres- 
<  ently  outstanding  Stock,  respectively. 


Allied  Capital,  a  District  of  Columbia 
corporation,  is  also  registered  under  the 
Act  as  a  closed-end,  nondiversified  in¬ 
vestment  company  and  licensed  as  a 
SBIC,  under  the  1958  Act.  Allied  Capital 
owns  105,600  shares  (or  approximately 
7.12  percent)  of  presently  outstanding 
Stock. 

Section  2(a)(3)  includes  within  the 
definition  of  “affiliated  person”  any  per¬ 
son  directly  or  indirectly  owning,  con¬ 
trolling,  or  holding  with  power  to  vote,  5 
per  centum  or  more  of  the  outstanding 
voting  securities  of  such  other  person; 
any  person  5  per  centum  or  more  of 
whose  outstanding  voting  securities  are 
directly  or  indirectly  owned,  controlled, 
or  held  with  power  to  vote,  by  such  other 
person;  and  any  director  or  officer  of 
such  other  person.  Virginia  Capital,  Pan¬ 
dick  Officers,  and  Allied  Capital  are  each 
an  affiliate  of  Pandick  and  Pandick  is  an 
affiliate  of  each  of  them.  The  officers, 
directors,  and  other  affiliated  persons  of 
Virginia  Capital  referred  to  above  are 
affiliated  persons  of  Virginia  Capital  and 
the  officers,  directors  and  other  affiliated 
persons  of  Allied  Capital  referred  to 
above  are  affiliated  persons  of  Allied 
Canital. 

Pandick  has  filed  a  registration  state¬ 
ment  with  the  Commission  under  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933  with  respect  to 
the  above  described  transactions. 

Applicants  state  that  Virginia  Capital 
proposes  to  distribute  the  Stock  to  its 
shareholders  in  order  to  permit  them  to 
participate  in  the  substantial  apprecia¬ 
tion  in  value  of  its  investment  in  Pandick, 
and  not  because  of  any  adverse  factors 
affecting  Pandick.  Upon  exercise  for  this 
purpose  by  Virginia  Capital  of  its  rights 
of  registration  of  the  Stock  as  provided 
by  the  note  and  warrant  agreement  dated 
January  19,  1965,  all  shareholders  of 
Pandick  having  similar  rights  were  given 
the  unrestricted  opportunity  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  registration.  While  Pandick 
had  no  desire  to  offer  Stock,  persons  who 
may  be  deemed  in  “control”  of  Pandick 
(including  Green  and  Roberts)  were 
afforded  the  opportunity  to  have  shares 
of  Stock  held  by  them  included  in  the 
registration  statement,  provided  that 
they  agreed  to  pay  all  incremental  in¬ 
creases  in  the  registration  costs  occa¬ 
sioned  by  such  inclusion.  No  participa¬ 
tion  by  any  particular  holder  of  Stock 
was  required  or  made  contingent  upon 
the  participation  of  any  other  holder 
and  the  extent  of  participation  of  Allied 
Capital  oisVirginia  Capital  has  not  been 
restricted  because  of  the  shares  offered 
by  affiliated  persons. 

Applicants  state  that  all  expenses  of 
registration  are  being  paid  by  Pandick 
for  all  the  participants,  except  that  each 
Selling  Shareholder  is  paying  his  or  its 
own  stock  transfer  taxes  and  the  fees  and 
expenses  of  separate  counsel  retained  by 
him  or  it,  and  Green  and  Roberts  are 
paying  all  incremental  increases  in  the 
registration  costs  occasioned  by  the  reg¬ 
istration  of  their  stock. 

Pursuant  to  the  agreement  Pandick 
proposes  to  indenmify  Allied  Capital,  its 
officers,  directors,  and  other  affiliated 
persons,  and  Virgi^a  Capital,  its  officers. 


directors,  and  other  affiliated  persons, 
against  all  claims,  losses,  damages,  lia¬ 
bilities,  and  expenses  arising  out  of  or 
based  upon  any  information  contained 
in  documents  incidental  to  the  registra¬ 
tion  and  from  any  omission  or  alleged 
omission  to  state  a  material  fact  re¬ 
quired  to  be  stated  therein  or  necessary 
to  make  the  statements  made  not  mis¬ 
leading  in  the  light  of  the  circumstances 
in  which  they  are  made,  except  as  the 
same  may  be  based  upon  information 
furnished  in  writing  by  such  persons. 
Such  persons  (as  well  as  the  Pandick 
Officers)  are  to  furnish  similar  indemni¬ 
fication  to  Pandick  of  such  documents. 

Applicants  represent  that  the  partici¬ 
pation  of  Allied  Capital  and  Virginia 
Capital  in  the  transactions  is  not  on  a 
basis  different  from  or  less  advantageous 
to  them  than  to  any  of  the  other  partici¬ 
pants  in  the  transactions. 

Section  17(d)  of  the  Act  and  Rule 
17d-l  thereunder,  taken  together,  pro¬ 
vide,  among  other  things,  that  it  shall  be 
imlawful  for  an  affiliated  person  of  a 
registered  investment  company  or  any 
affiliated  person  of  such  a  person,  acting 
a,,  principal,  to  participate  in,  or  effect 
any  transactions  in  connection  with  any 
joint  enterprise  or  arrangement  in  which 
any  such  registered  company,  or  a  com¬ 
pany  controlled  by  such  registered  com¬ 
pany,  is  a  participant  imless  prior 
thereto,  an  application  regarding  such 
arrangement  has  been  filed  with  and 
granted  by  the  Commission,  and  that,  in 
passing  upon  such  application,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  consider  whether  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  such  arrangement  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  provisions,  policies,  and 
purposes  of  the  Act  and  the  extent  to 
which  such  participation  is  on  a  basis 
different  from  or  less  advantageous  than 
that  of  other  participants. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  persoi  may,  no  later  than 
March  24,  1972,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied 
by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his 
interest,  the  reasons  for  such  request, 
and  the  issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed 
to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
communications  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  shall  be  served  personally 
or  by  mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being 
served  is  located  more  than  500  miles 
from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon  Appli¬ 
cants  at  the  addresses  set  forth  above. 
Proof  of  such  service  (by  affidavit  or  in 
case  of  an  attorney  at  law  by  certificate) 
shall  be  filed  contemporaneously  with  the 
request.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  as 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  applications 
herein  may  be  issued  by  the  Commission 
upon  the  basis  of  the  information  stated 
in  said  applications,  unless  an  order  for 
hearing  upon  said  applications  shall  be 
issued  upon  request  or  upon  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  request 
a  hearing,  or  advice  as  to  whether  a 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  37,  NO.  52— THURSDAY,  MARCH  16,  1972 


5550 


NOTICES 


hearing  is  ordered,  will  receive  notice  of 
further  developments  in  this  matter,  in¬ 
cluding  the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  or¬ 
dered)  and  any  postp<mem^ts  thereof. 

Fmr  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegate  authority. 

[seal]  Ronald  F.  Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.72-3934  FUed  3-15-72:8:48  am] 


SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  884; 

Class  B] 

ALASKA 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area 

Whereas,  it  has  been  reported  that 
during  the  month  of  February  1972,  be¬ 
cause  of  the  effects  of  a  certain  dis¬ 
aster,  damage  resulted  to  business  prop¬ 
erty  located  in  Fairbanks,  Alaska; 

Whereas,  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration  has  investigated  and  has  re¬ 
ceive  other  reports  of  investigations  of 
conditions  in  the  area  affected; 

Whereas,  after  reading  and  evaluat¬ 
ing  reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find 
that  the  conditions  in  such  area  con¬ 
stitutes  a  catastrophe  within  the  pur¬ 
view  of  the  Small  Business  Act,  as 
amended. 

Now,  therefore,  as  Assistant  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Arimini.stra.tinn  and  Operations 
of  the  Small  Business  Administration,  I 
hereby  determine  that: 

1.  Applications  for  disaster  loans 
under  the  provisions  of  section  7(b)(1) 
of  the  Small  Business  Act,  as  amended, 
may  be  received  and  considered  by  the 
office  telow  indicated  from  persons  or 
firms  whose  property  situated  in  Fair¬ 
banks,  Alaska,  suffered  damage  or  de¬ 
struction  resulting  from  a  fire  occurring 
wi  February  22, 1972. 

Offick 

Small  Business  Administration  Branch  Of¬ 
fice,  504  Third  Avenue,  Fairbanks,  AK 
99701. 

2.  Applications  for  disaster  loans 
under  the  authority  of  this  declaration 
will  not  be  accepted  subsequent  to  Sep¬ 
tember  30. 1972. 

Dated;  March  3. 1972. 

Clause  Alexander, 
Assistant  Administrator  for 
Administration  and  Operations. 
[FB  Doc.72-3988  FUed  3-15-72;8:50  am] 

[Application  06/06-5159] 

MESBIC  OF  ARKANSAS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  a  License  as 
a  Minority  Enterprise  Small  Business 
Investment  Company 
An  application  for  a  license  to  operate 
as  a  minority  enterprise  small  business 
investment  company  (MESBIC)  under 


the  provisions  of  the  Small  Business  In¬ 
vestment  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (15 
UB.C.  661  et  seq.),  has  been  filed  by 
MESBIC  of  Ailcansas,  Inc.,  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  (SBA) 
pursuant  to  i  107.102  of  the  SBA  rules 
and  regulations  governing  small  business 
investment  companies  (13  CFR  §  107.102 
(1971)). 

The  officers  and  directors  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  are  as  follows: 

Robert  Doubleday,  Post  Office  Box  77,  Little 
Rock,  AR  72203,  Chairman  of  the  Board. 
SamuH  S.  Sparks.  436  National  Old  Line 
Building,  UtUe  Rock.  AR  72201,  Vice 
Chairman  of  the  Board. 

Charles  E.  Sims,  300  Spring  Building,  Little 
Rock.  AR  72201,  President,  General  Man* 
ager. 

Bobby  Jefferson,  300  Spring  BuUdlng,  Little 
Rock,  AR  72201,  Vice  President. 

Walter  Cunningham.  300  Spring  BtiUdlng, 
Little  Rock,  AR  72201,  Secretary,  Treasurer. 
Richard  Mays.  1820  West  I3th  Street.  UtUe 
Bock,  AR  72202,  Director. 

Frank  Gordon,  221  West  Second  Street,  Little 
Rock.  AR  72201,  Director. 

Larry  Griffin,  Third  and  Louisiana  Streets, 
Little  Bock,  Ark.  72201,  Director. 

Frank  Lyon,  West  65th  Street  and  Scott 
Hamilton  Drive,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72209, 
Director. 

B.  Frank  Mackey,  Jr.,  1113  Worthen  Bank 
BuUdlng,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201,  Director. 
James  H.  Penlck,  Sr..  Worthen  Bank  BuUdlng. 

Little  Bock,  Ark.  72201,  Director. 

Dan  Phillips,  510  Main  Street,  Little  Rock, 
AR  72201,  Director. 

Capp  Shanks,  200  Main  Street,  Little  Bock, 
AR  72201,  Director. 

Jackson  T.  Stephens,  East  Capitol  Avenue, 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201.  Director. 

Cliff  Wood,  1  Union  National  Plaza.  Little 
Bock,  Ark.  72201,  Director. 

The  applicant,  an  Arkansas  corpora¬ 
tion  with  its  principal  place  of  business 
located  at  300  Spring  Building,  Suite  620, 
Little  Rock,  AR  72201,  will  begin  opera¬ 
tions  with  $257,000  of  paid-in  capital  and 
paid-in  surplus  consisting  of  51,400 
shares  of  common  stock.  The  only  10  or 
more  percent  stockholders  of  the  appli¬ 
cant  licensee  will  be  Inglewood  Founda¬ 
tion,  a  nonprofit  organization  located  at 
1113  Worthen  Bank  Building.  Little 
Rock,  Ark.  72201,  and  Union  National 
Bsmk  of  Little  Rock,  1  Union  National 
Plaza,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201. 

Applicant  will  not  concentrate  its  in¬ 
vestments  in  any  particular  industry. 
According  to  the  company’s  stated  in¬ 
vestment  policy,  its  Investments  will  be 
made  solely  in  small  business  concerns 
which  will  contribute  to  a  well-balanced 
national  economy  by  facilitating  owner¬ 
ship  in  such  concerns  by  persons  whose 
participation  in  the  free  enterprise  sys¬ 
tem  is  hampered  because  of  social  or  eco¬ 
nomic  disadvantages. 

Matters  involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  applicant  include  the  general 
business  reputation  and  character  of 
^eir  proposed  owners  and  management, 
and  the  probability  of  successful  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  applicant  under  their  man¬ 
agement,  including  adeqiiate  profitability 
and  financial  soundness,  in  accordance 
with  the  Small  Business  Investment  Act 
and  the  SBA  rules  and  regulations. 

Any  interested  person  may,  not  later 
than  10  days  from  the  date  of  publica¬ 


tion  of  this  notice,  submit  to  SBA.  in 
writing,  relevant  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  MESBIC.  Any  such  cmnmunica- 
tion  should  be  addressed  to  the  Associate 
Administrator  for  Investment,  Small 
Business  AdministraUoin,  1441  L  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20416. 

A  "opy  of  this  notice  shall  be  published 
in  a  newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
Little  Rock,  Ark. 

Dated:  March  15,  1972. 

A.  H.  Singer, 
Associate  Administrator 
for  Investment. 
[FR  Doc.72-4137  Filed  3-15-72:9:37  am] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

March  13.  1972. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argummt  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  refiected  in  the  official  docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MG  129600  Sub  5,  Polar  Transport,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  April  20,  1972,  at  Washington, 
D.C..  postponed  to  June  6,  1972,  at  the 
Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

MC  200  Sub  228,  Rlss  International  Corp., 
MC  1872  Sub  70,  Ashworth  Transfer,  MC 
65476  Sub  9,  Jetco,  Inc.,  MC  72243  Sub 
24,  the  Aetna  Freight  Lines.  MC  103435 
Sub  207,  Unlted-Bucklngham  Freight 
Lines,  MC  106716  Sub  8.  National  Aerospace 
Freight  Unes,  MC  107993  Sub  15.  J.  J. 
Willis  Trucking.  MC  108676  Sub  31.  A.  J. 
Metier  Hauling  &  Rigging,  MC  112697  Sub 
18,  Samuel  A.  Brasfield,  doing  business  as 
B  &  S  Enterprises,  MC  124947  Sub-8,  Ma¬ 
chinery  Transports,  MC  128250  Sub  2,  the 
Robinson  Freight  Lines,  and  MC  133252  Sub 
2,  Midwest  Growers  Cotperatlve,  now  being 
assigned  hearing  May  22,  1972,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

MC  119396  Sub  2,  William’s  Chemical  Trans¬ 
port,  Inc.,  and  MC  136109,  Seco,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  March  20,  1972,  at  Wilmington, 
Del.,  will  be  held  in  Chancery  Courtroom 
No.  1,  Public  Building,  11th  and  Ring 
Street,  instead  of  ICI  America,  Inc.,  Con¬ 
cord  Pike  and  Murphy  Road. 

MC  135497  Sub  1,  1-6  Freightlines,  Inc.,  now 
assigned  April  3,  1972,  at  Medford,  Oreg., 
will  be  held  at  the  Holiday  Inn  Motel, 
2300  Crater  Lake  Boulevard,  Medford,  Oreg. 
MC  107296  Sub  562,  Pre-Fab  Transit  Co..  MC 
114552  Sub  60,  Senn  Trucking  Co..  MC 
115840  Sub  70,  Colonial  Fast  Freight 
Lines,  Inc.,  and  MC  123407  Sub  88,  Sawyer 
Transport,  Inc.,  now  assigned  April  18, 
1972,  at  Washington,  D.C.,  postponed  to 
May  15,  1972,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C. 
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FD  26876,  St.  Louis  Southwestern  Railway 
Co.  abandonment  between  Oldeon  and 
Deerlng  Junction,  in  New  Madrid  and 
Pemiscot  Cormtles,  Mo.,  and  FD  26876  Sub 
1,  St.  liOuls  Southwestern  Railway  Co. 
abandonment  between  Truman,  Ark.,  and 
LeachvUle  Junction,  Mo.  and  Poinsett, 
Craighead  and  Mississippi  Coimties,  Ark. 
and  Dunklin  County,  Mo.,  assigned  for 
hearing  May  17,  1972,  at  Malden,  Mo.,  in 
a  hearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

FD  26116,  Boston  and  Maine  Corp.  Reorga¬ 
nization,  assigned  for  hearing  May  1,  1972, 
In  Room  221  IB,  John  Fitzgerald  Kennedy 
Building,  Oovernment  Center,  Boston, 
Mass. 

MC  107295  Sub  664,  Pre-Fab  Transit,  now 
being  assigned  bearing  May  8,  1972,  at 
Columbus,  Ohio,  In  Room  2,  State  Office 
Building,  65  South  Front  Street. 

MC  119632  Sub  45,  Reed  Lines,  Inc.,  now 
being  assigned  hearing  May  11,  1972,  In 
Room  2,  State  Office  Building,  65  South 
Front  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

MC  120736  Sub  3,  Strothman  Express,  now 
being  assigned  hearing  May  9,  1972,  in 
Room  4,  State  Office  Building,  65  South 
Front  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

MC  121046  Sub  4,  B.  A.  Miller  &  Sons  Truck¬ 
ing,  now  being  assigned  hearing  May  16, 
1972,  In  Room  4,  State  Office  Building,  65 
South  Front  Street,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

MC  133977  Sub  7,  tone’s  Inc.,  now  being 
assigned  hearing  May  16,  1972.  In  Room  4, 
State  Office  Building,  65  South  Front 
Street,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

Finance  Docket  No.  26810  Sub  1,  and  Finance 
Docket  No.  26810,  Cleveland,  Cincinnati, 
Chicago,  and  St.  Louis  Railway  Co.  and 
George  P.  Baker,  Richard  C.  Bond,  Jervis 
Langdon,  Jr.,  Willard  Wlrtz,  trustees  of  the 
property  of  Penn  Central  Transportation 
Co.,  debtor  abandonment  between  Clyde  & 
Tiffin,  Sandusky  County,  Ohio,  now  being 
assigned  bearing  May  18,  1972,  in  Court¬ 
room,  Erie  County  Courthouse,  Columbus 
Avenue,  Sandusky,  Ohio. 

I  &  S  No.  8711,  Grain  Transit  Accounts,  SWL 
and  WTL  Territories,  assigned  for  hearing 
May  9,  1972,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  36520,  Midwestern  Beef,  Inc.  v.  Chicago 
and  North  Western  Railway  Co.,  assigned 
for  hearing  May  16,  1972,  at  the  Offices  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  35631,  Grain  Processing  Corp.  v.  Akron, 
Canton  and  Youngstown  Railroad  Co.,  et 
al.,  assigned  for  bearing  May  22,  1972,  at 
the  Offices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.72-4046  Filed  3-15-72:8:64  am] 


[Notice  36] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

March  9,  1972. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  imder  the 
new  rules  of  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-67  (49 
CPR  Part  1131) ,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  27, 1965,  effective 
July  1,  1965.  These  rules  provide  that 
protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  filed  with  the  field  official 
named  in  the  Federal  Register  publica¬ 
tion,  within  15  calendar  days  after  the 
date  of  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 


ister.  One  copy  of  such  protests  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  authorized 
representative,  if  any,  and  the  protests 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  be^ 
made.  The  protests  must  be  specific  as 
to  the  service  which  such  protestant  can 
and  will  offer,  and  must  consist  of  a 
signed  original  and  six  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examin^  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  81814  (Sub-No.  4  TA)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  February  9,  1972,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue 
February  25,  1972,  corrected  and  repub¬ 
lished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
LOMPCX)  TRUCK  COMPANY,  Post 
Office  Box  565,.  Lompoc,  CA  93436. 
Applicant’s  representative:  David  P. 
Christianson,  825  City  National  Bank 
Building,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90014.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paper  bags,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  from  the 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  harbor  commercial 
zone  to  Lompoc  and  White  Hills,  Calif., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Johns- 
Manville  Products  Corp.,  Celite  Division, 
2500  Miguelito  Road,  Lompoc,  CA  93436. 
Send  protests  to:  Walter  W.  Strakosch, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Room  7708  Federal  Building,  300  North 
Los  Angeles  Street,  Los  Angeles.  CA 
90012.  Note:  The  purpose  of  this  repub¬ 
lication  is  to  broaden  the  scope  of  the 
authority  sought. 

No.  MC  107295  (Sub-No.  603  TA) ,  filed 
February  28,  1972.  Applicant:  PRE-FAB 
'TRANSIT  CO.,  100  South  Main  Street, 
Post  Office  Box  146,  Farmer  City,  IL 
61842.  Applicant’s  representative:  Bruce 
J.  Kinnee  (same  address  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plywood  and  pre¬ 
finished  plywood  panels,  from  Wilming¬ 
ton,  N.C.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas,  and  Wisconsin,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Phil  Klutz, 
Van-Ply  Industries.  Post  Office  Box  8289, 
Charlotte.  NC  28208.  Send  protests  to: 
Harold  C.  Jolliff,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  325  West  Adams 
Street,  Room  476,  Springfield,  IL  62704. 

No.  MC  113908  (Sub-No.  222  TA) .  filed 
February  28,  1972,  Applicant:  ERICK¬ 
SON  ’TRANSPORT  CORPORATION, 
2105  East  Dale  Street,  Post  Office  Box 
3180,  Springfield,  MO  65804.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Le  Roy  Smith  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  concrete  admixtures,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Springfield,  Mo., 
to  points  in  New  Mexico  and  Wyoming, 
and  refused  and  rejected  shipments  on 


return,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Master  Builders,  Division  of  Martin 
Marietta  Corp.,  2490  Lee  Boulevard, 
CHeveland,  OH  44118.  Send  protests  to: 
John  V.  Barry,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  1100  Federal  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  911  Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64106. 

No.  MC  119829  (Sub-No.  40  TA),  filed 
February  28,  1972.  Applicant:  F.  J. 
EGNER  &  SON,  INC.,  3969  Congress 
Parkway,  Post  Office  Box  216,  Richfield, 
OH  44286.  Applicsmt’s  representative: 
William  P.  Fromm  (same  address  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
fertilizer,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Harrod,  Ohio,  to  Blissfield,  Britton,  and 
Quincy,  Mich.,  and  points  in  Indiana,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Vlstron 
Corp.,  Midland  Building,  Cfieveland,  Ohio 
44115.  Send  protests  to:  District  Super¬ 
visor  O.  J.  Baccei,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  181 
Federal  Office  Building,  1240  East  Ninth 
Street,  Cleveland,  OH  44199. 

No.  MC  124554  (Sub-No.  8  TA).  filed 
February  28,  1972.  Applicant:  HILARD 
P.  LANG  AND  MEDARD  SCHMITZ 
(VIOLA  LANG.  JOHN  P.  LANG.  AND 
FRANK  J.  LANG  TRUSTEES),  doing 
business  as  LANG  CARTAGE,  338  South 
17th  Street,  Milwaukee,  WI  53233.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Wm.  C.  Dineen, 
412  Empire  Building,  710  North  Plankln- 
ton  Avenue,  Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  prod- 
vets,  cosmetics,  and  grooming  aids,  from 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Grant,  Crow- 
ford,  Vernon,  and  La  Crosse  Counties, 
Wis.,  for  the  account  of  Stanley  Home 
Products,  Inc.,  Westfield,  Mass.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Stanley  Home 
Products,  Inc.,  Westfield,  Mass.  01085, 
Distributing  Station,  Box  No.  58.  Du¬ 
buque,  lA  52001  (Paul  J  .Ries,  manager) . 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor 
Lyle  D.  Heifer,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Oi>erations,  135 
West  Wells  Street,  Room  807,  Milwaukee, 
WI  53203. 

No.  MC  128527  (Sub-No.  26  TA) ,  filed 
February  25,  1972.  Applicant:  MAY 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  Post  Office  Box 
398,  Pavette,  ID  83661.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  K.  Gatchell,  1115  First 
Avenue  South,  Payette,  ID  83661.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  pipe 
and  culvert,  from  Portland  and  Clacka¬ 
mas,  Oreg.,  to  points  in  Nevada  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  40;  in  Idaho  on 
and  south  of  the  southern  boundary  of 
Idaho  Coimty;  and  points  in  Wyoming, 
for  180  days.  Note:  Applicant  states  it 
does  not  Intend  to  interline  authority 
herein  applied  for.  Supporting  shippers: 
G.  T.  Newcomb,  Inc.,  729  Commercial 
Avenue,  Twin  Palls,  ID  83301;  North¬ 
west  Pipe  &  Casing.  9200  Southwe.st 
Lawnfield  Road,  CHackamas.,  OR;  Idaho 
Industrial  Sales,  Inc.,  Rupert,  Idaho 
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83350;  Beall  Pipe  &  Tank,  Boise,  Idaho, 
and  Portland,  Oreg.  Send  protests  to:  C. 
W.  Campbell,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  455  Federal  Building  and 
UB.  Courthouse,  Post  OflBce  Box  07, 
Boise,  ID  83702. 

No.  MC  129612  (Sub-No.  5  TA),  filed 
February  25,  1972.  Applicant:  BOWIE 
HALL  TRUCKING,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
1,  Upp>er  Marlboro,  MD  20870.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Daniel  B.  John¬ 
son,  716  Perp>etual  Building,  Washington, 
DC  20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev¬ 
erages,  fr<xn  Williamsburg,  Va.,  to  Upper 
Marlboro.  Md..  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Bob  Hall,  Upper  Marlboro, 
Md.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  D.  Caldwell, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  12th  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20423. 

No.  MC  133106  (Sub-No.  19  TA),  filed 
February  29,  1972.  Applicant:  NA¬ 

TIONAL  CARRIERS,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  1358,  1501  East  18th  Street,  Liberal, 
KS  67901.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Acklie  &  Peterson,  Post  Office  80806,  Lin¬ 
coln,  NE  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pipe  fittings  and  connections,  pipe 
hangers,  indicator’s  post,  hydrants,  pipe, 
bars  and  rods,  valves  with  or  without 
operating  apparatus,  castings,  water 
motor  alarms,  pipe  cement,  joint  com¬ 
pound,  automatic  sprinkler  heads,  auto¬ 
matic  fire  projection  and  prevention 
systems  and  air  heaters,  blowers  and 
parts  (except  those  commodities  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  the.  use 
of  special  equipment),  from  the  plants, 
warehouses  and  storage  facilities  utilized 
by  Grinnell  Corp.  at  or  near  Cranston 
and  West  Kingston,  R.I.,  Elmira,  N.Y., 
Columbia  and  Wrightsville,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Montana,  Wyoming,  Idaho,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  Nevada,  Utah,  California, 
Arizona,  North  Dakota,  and  South  Da¬ 
kota,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Grinnell  Corp.,  260  West  Exchange 
Street.  Providence,  RI  02901.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  M.  E.  Taylor,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  501  Petroleiun 
Building,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  133409  (Sub-No.  4  TA),  filed 
February  25,  1972.  Applicant:  LOUIS 
FOLTZ,  doing  business  as  AIR  FREIGHT 
DELIVERY  SERVICE,  1031  Orchard 
Avenue,  Winchester,  VA  22601.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Daniel  B.  Johnson, 
716  Perpetual  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
imusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  commodities  in  bulk  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  sp>ecial  equipment), 
between  points  in  Clark,  Fauquier,  and 
Loudoim  Coimties,  Va.,  Grant,  Mineral. 
Hardy,  and  Hampshire  Counties,  W.  Va., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
Friendship  International  Airport  at  Bal¬ 


timore,  Md.,  Dulles  International  Airport 
at  Chantilly,  Va..  and  Washington  Na¬ 
tional  Airport  at  Alexandria,  Va.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  having  an  immediately  prior  or 
an  immediately  subsequent  movement 
by  air,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship>p>ers: 
Pierce  Pre-Cooked  Poods,  Moorefleld, 
W.  Va.  26836;  Penn  Ventilator  Co.,  Inc., 
Keyser,  W.  Va.; '  Saville,  Buick  Sales, 
Tomney,  W.  Va.;  Carl  D.  Stickley,  Inc,, 
Drawer  V,  Romney,  W.  Va.;  J.  Lsmn 
Cornwell,  Inc.,  Box  548,  Purcellville,  VA 
22132;  Bill  Martz  Chevrolet,  Inc.,  Purcell¬ 
ville,  Va.  22132;  Leesburg  Motors  Inc., 
Leesburg,  Va.  22075;  Plex-O-Lite  Divi¬ 
sion  G.S.I.  Keyser.  W.  Va.  26726;  the 
Bonham  Co.,  Inc.,  Keyser,  W.  Va.  26726. 
Send  protests  to:  Robert  D.  Caldwell, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  12th  and  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20423. 

No.  MC  134145  (Sub-No.  18  TA).  filed 
February  28,  1972.  Applicant:  NORTH 
STAR  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  51,  Thief  River  Palls,  MN  56701. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  P. 
Sack,  Post  Office  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul, 
MN  55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Trailers,  snowmobile  carrying,  from 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  Aurora,  Colo.,  Idaho 
Falls,  Idaho;  Wheaton,  HI.,  Trout  Lake 
and  Traverse  CTity,  Mich.,  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
Reno,  Nev.,  Rochester,  N.Y.,  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.,  Lockhaven,  Pa.,  Randolph,  Vt., 
Spokane,  Wash.,  and  Neenah,  Wis.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Arctic  En¬ 
terprises,  Inc.,  Thief  River  Falls,  Minn. 
56701.  Send  protests  to:  J.  H.  Ambs,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Op>erations,  Post 
Office  Box  2340,  Fargo,  ND  58102. 

No.  MC  134631  (Sub-No.  13  TA),  filed 
February  28,  1972.  Applicant:  SCHUL’TZ 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  503,  323 
Bridge  Street,  Winona,  MN  55987.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Val  M.  Higgins, 
1000  First  National  Bank  Building, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  New  furniture,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  Chetek,  Wis.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  ABC  Chetek,  Inc.,  Chetek,  Wis.  Send 
protests  to:  A.  N.  Spath,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  448  Federal 
Building  and  U.S.  Courthouse,  110  South 
Fourth  Street,  Minneapolis,  MN  55401. 

No.  MC  135537  (Sub-No.  2  TA),  filed 
February  28,  1972.  Applicant:  METRO 
HEAVY  HAULING,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
88824,  ’Tukwila  Branch,  Seattle,  WA 
98188  (Street  Address:  21150  77th  Ave¬ 
nue  South  Kent,  WA  98031).  Applicant’s 
representative:  George  R.  LaBissoniere, 
1424  Washington  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98101.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron 
and  steel  articles,  consisting  of  pipe,  pil¬ 
ing,  and  equipment  used  in  connection 


therewith,  between  Los  Angeles  and  San 
Francisco  on  the  one  hand,  and,  points 
in  Oregon  and  Washington  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  97,  on  the  other,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  L.  B.  Foster 
Co.,  1  California  Street,  San  Francisco, 
CA  94111.  Send  protests  to:  E.  J.  Casey, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
6130  Arcade  Building,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98101. 

No.  MC  136403  TA  (Correction),  filed 
February  10,  1972,  published  Federal 
Register  issue  February  25,  1972,  cor¬ 
rected  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  B  C  &  W  TRUCKING 
CO.,  INC.,  416  West  Lamar  Street, 
Americas,  GA  31709.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  R.  Parks,  206  NorUi 
Prince  Street,  Americus,  GA  31709.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Ground  rock  phos¬ 
phate,  granular  mixed  fertilizer,  mixed 
liquid  fertilizer,  and  direct  application 
nitrogen  solution,  between  points  in 
Georgia,  and  CHebume,  Randolph,  Clay, 
Tallapoosa,  Chambers,  Clarke,  and  Ge¬ 
neva  Counties,  Ala.,  and  Hamilton  Coun¬ 
ty,  Fla.,  under  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  International  Minerals  & 
Chemical  Corp.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  International  Mineral  &  Chemi¬ 
cal  Corp.,  Post  Office  Box  607,  Americus, 
GA  31709.  Send  protests  to:  District 
Supervisor  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Box  35008,  400  West  Bay  Street, 
Jacksonville,  FL  32202.  Note:  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  show  the 
correct  territorial  points  as  counties  in 
Alabama,  in  lieu  of  counties  in  Georgia. 

No.  MC  136437  TA,  filed  February  23, 
1972.  Applicant:  P.  KRIMBEL,  doing 
business  as  KRIMBEL  TRUCKING  CO., 
Post  Office  Box  294,  607  Hill  Road,  Aber¬ 
deen,  WA  98550.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  P.  Krimbel  (same  address  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Beer 
and  wine,  from  points  in  California  to 
points  in  Washington;  and  (2)  printing 
paper,  other  than  news,  from  Hoquiam, 
Wash.,  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  .shippers:  Crown  Dis¬ 
tributing  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  690,  111 
South  Wooding,  Aberdeen,  WA  98520; 
Independent  Bottling  Works,  411  South 
H  Street,  Aberdeen,  WA  98520;  Cam- 
marano  Bros.,  Inc.,  98501;  Intercity 
Beverage,  Inc.,  614  Myrtle  Street,  Ho¬ 
quiam,  WA  98550;  Grays  Harbor  Paper 
Co.,  Post  Office  Box  60,  Hoquiam,  WA 
98550.  Send  protests  to:  E.  J.  Casey,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  6130 
Arcade  Building,  Seattle,  Wash.  98101. 

No.  MC  136445  TA.  filed  February  28, 
1972.  Applicant:  ZENIIH  TRANSPORT 
L'TD.,  2040  Alpha  Avenue.  Burnaby  2, 
BC  Canada.  Applicant’s  representative: 
George  R.  LaBissoniere,  1424  Washing¬ 
ton  Building,  Seattle,  Wash.  98101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods  and 
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canned  goods  and  fresh  fruit  and  vege¬ 
tables,  otherwise  exempt,  when  moving 
with  frozen  foods,  from  points  in  Oregon, 
Washingtixi,  and  California  to  the  United 
States-Canada  boundary  line  at  or  near 
Blaine,  Wash.,  restricted  to  trafiBc  mov¬ 
ing  to  warehouse,  storage,  or  customer 
facilities  of  York  Farms,  division  of 
Cansgla  Packers  Ltd.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  York  Farms,  a  division 
of  Canada  Packers  Ltd.,  Post  Office  Box 
2000,  Sardis,  BC,  Canada.  Send  protests 
to:  E.  J.  Casey,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  6130  Arcade  Building, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98101. 

No.  MC  136446  TA,  filed  February  28, 
1972.  Applicant:  PRINCETON  MESSEN¬ 
GER  SERVICE,  INC.,  Princeton  Service 
Center,  UB.  Highway  1,  Princeton,  N.J. 
08540.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ed¬ 
ward  F.  Bowes,  744  Broad  Street,  Newark, 
NJ  07102.  Authjrioy  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregiilar  routes,  transporting:  Of¬ 
fice  memoranda,  interoffice  communica¬ 
tions,  records,  computer  data,  and  other 
business  memoranda,  involving  ship¬ 
ments  with  a  maximum  weight  of  300 
poimds  per  shipment,  between  points  in 
Mercer  County,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other.  New  York,  N.Y.  Sup¬ 
porting  shippers:  Mobil  Research  and 
Development  Corp.,  Post  Office  Box  1026, 
Princeton,  NJ  08540;  FMC  Corp.,  Box  8, 
Princeton,  NJ  08540;  the  United  Piece 
Dye  Works,  Post  Office  Box  5050,  Hights- 
town,  NJ  08520;  Research  100,  Post  Office 
Box  2196,  Princeton,  NJ  08540;  Sibson  & 
Co.,  Inc.,  Research  Park,  1101  State  Road, 
Princeton,  NJ  08540.  Send  protests  to: 
Richard  M.  Regan,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  428  East  State  Street, 
Room  204,  Trenton,  NJ  08608. 

No.  MC  136447  TA.  filed  February  28, 
1972.  Applicant:  STECO,  INC.,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  488,  Mays  Boulevard  at  Bowery 
Lane,  Folkston,  GA  31537.  Applicant's 
representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor,  2501  Gulf 
Life  Tower,  Jacksonville,  PL  32207.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Materials  and 
goods,  used  in  the  manufacture  of  ap¬ 
parel.  from  New  York,  N.Y.,  Wilkes- 
Barre,  and  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  points  in 
North  Carolina  and  South'  Carolina  to 
Folkston,  Wrightsville  and  Dublin,  Ga., 
Lake  Butler  and  Lake  City,  Fla.,  from 
Lake  City,  Fla.,  to  Lake  Butler,  Fla.,  and 
Folkston,  Ga.;  and  (2)  apparel,  from 
Folkston,  Wrightsville,  and  Dublin,  Ga., 
Lake  Butler  and  Lake  City,  Fla.,  to 
Wilkes-Barre,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
New  York,  N.Y.,  under  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  Stephenson  En¬ 
terprises,  Inc.,  Lake  Butler  Apparel  Co., 
Inc.,  Buckeye  Industries,  Inc.,  and  Biljo, 
Inc.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shippers: 
Lake  Butler  Apparel  Co.,  Lake  Butler  and 
Lake  City,  Fla.;  Stephenson  Enterprises, 
Inc.,  Folkston,  Ga.;  Buckeye  Industries, 
Inc.,  Wrightsville,  Ga.;  Biljo,  Inc.,  Dub¬ 
lin,  Ga.  Send  protests  to:  District  Super¬ 
visor  G.  H.  Fauss,  Jr.,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 


tions,  Box  35008,  400  West  Bay  Street, 
Jacksonville,  FL  32202. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  84728  (Sub-No.  59  TA),  filed 
March  1,  1972.  Applicant:  SAFEWAY 
TRAILS,  INC.,  1200  I  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Lawrence  E.  Linderman, 
Suite  1032,  Pennsylvania  Building,  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Avenue  and  13th  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage  in  spe¬ 
cial  operations,  between  Silver  Spring, 
Md.,  and  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Dover  Downs 
Racetrack,  at  or  near  Dover,  Del.,  for  150 
days.  Supported  by:  The  application  is 
supported  by  statements  from  24  patrons 
of  the  Dover  Downs  Racetrack.  These 
statements  may  be  examined  at  the  dis¬ 
trict  supervisor’s  office.  Send  protests  to: 
Robert  D.  Caldwell,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  12th  and  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20423. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-4047  Plied  3-16-72; 8: 64  am] 


[Notice  37] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

March  10, 1972. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  imder  the 
new  rules  of  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-67  (49 
CFR  Part  1131),  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  April  27,  1965, 
effective  July  1, 1965.  These  rules  provide 
that  protests  to  the  granting  of  an  ap- 
plicatiCHi  must  be  filed  with  the  field  of¬ 
ficial  named  in  the  Federal  Register 
publication,  within  15  calendar  days  after 
the  date  of  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  One  copy  of  such  protests  must 
be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  au¬ 
thorized  representative,  if  any,  and  the 
protests  must  certify  that  such  service 
has  been  made.  The  protests  must  be 
specific  as  to  the  service  which  such  Pro¬ 
testant  can  and  will  offer,  and  must  con¬ 
sist  of  a  signed  original  and  six  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  cm  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  53965  (Sub-No.  81  TA),  filed 
February  29,  1972.  Applicant:  GRAVES 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  838, 
739  North  10th  Street,  Salina,  KS  67401. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  E. 
Jandera,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka, 
KS  66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 


irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products,  and  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  sections  A  and  C 
of  appendix  1  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  and  hides), 
from  the  plantsite  and/or  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Denison,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Kansas, 
Oklahoma,  Texas,  Colorado,  and  Louisi¬ 
ana.  Restriction:  The  authority  granted 
above  is  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Farmland  Foods,  Inc., 
at  or  near  Denison,  Iowa,  and  destined 
to  the  destination  States  specified  there¬ 
in,  for  180  days.  Note:  Applicant  does 
not  intend  to  tack  the  authority  here 
applied  for  to  other  authority  held  by  it, 
or  to  interline  with  other  carriers.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Farmland  Foods,  Inc., 
Denison,  Iowa.  Send  protests  to:  Thomas 
P.  O’Hara,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
C^)erati(Mis,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  234  Federal  Building,  Topeka, 
Kans.  66603. 

No.  MC  87720  (Sub-No.  127  TA),  filed 
February  29,  1972.  Applicant:  BASS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  391,  Flemington,  NJ  08822. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Bert  Collins, 
140  Cedar  Street.  New  York.  NY  10006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs,  other 
than  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  advertising 
matter,  display  racks,  and  premiums, 
when  moving  in  the  same  vehicle  at  the 
same  time,  from  the  plantsite  of  Ameri¬ 
can  Home  Foods  Division  of  American 
Home  Products  Corp.,  Milton,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Massachusetts,  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
and  Maine.  Restriction:  The  proposed 
service  to  be  performed  under  contract 
with  American  Home  Foods  Division  of 
American  Home  Products  Corp.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  American 
Home  Foo^,  Division  of  American  Home 
Products  Corp.,  685  Third  Avenue,  New 
York,  NY  10017.  Send  protests  to:  Rich¬ 
ard  M.  Regan,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  428  East  State  Street, 
Room  204,  Trenton,  NJ  08608. 

No.  MC  114890  (Sub-No.  58  TA),  filed 
March  1,  1972.  Applicant:  C.  E.  RE'YN- 
OLDS  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Terminal: 
A. A.  Highway,  Cater ville  64835,  Post 
Office  Box  A,  Joplin,  MO  64801.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Prank  W.  Shagets 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  fertilizer  and  dry  fer¬ 
tilizer  materials,  from  Springfield,  Mo., 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas,  and  Okla¬ 
homa,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
WUlchemco,  Inc.,  National  Bank  of  'Dilsa 
Building.  Tulsa,  Okla.  74103.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  John  V.  Barry,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  1100  Federal  Office 
Building,  911  Walnut  Street.  Kansas  City, 
MO  64106. 
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No.  MC  116710  (Sub-No.  15  TA),  filed 
March  1,  1972.  Applicant:  MISSISSIPPI 
CHEMICAL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  1634,  Highway  11  South,  Hatties¬ 
burg,  MS  39401.  Applicant’s  represoita- 
tive:  Leland  D.  Smith,  Navasota,  Tex. 
77868.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
sulphur  dioxide,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Baton,  La.,  to  Canton,  N.C.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  transportation  imder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  Stuaffer  Chemical 
Co.,  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Stuaffer  Chemical  Co., 
299  Park  Avenue,  New  York,  NY  10017. 
Send  protests  to:  Alan  C.  Tarrant,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations, 
Room  212,  145  East  Amite  Building, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39201. 

No.  MC  119630  (Sub-No.  11  TA),  filed 
March  1.  1972.  Applicant:  VAN  TAS¬ 
SEL,  INCORPORATED.  Fifth  and 
Grand,  Pittsburg.  Kans.  66762.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Dean  Williamson, 
3535  Northwest  58th  Street,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK  73112.  Authority  soiight  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  pipe,  conduit,  fittings,  and  con¬ 
nections,  from  Pittsburg,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Vinylplex,  Inc.,  Pitts¬ 
burg,  Kans.  66762.  Send  protests  to: 
M.  E.  Taylor,  District  Superior,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  501  Petroleum  Building. 
Wichita,  Kans.  66702. 

No.  MC  133566  (Sub-No.  15  TA),  filed 
March  2,  1972.  Applicant:  GANGLOFF  & 
DOWNHAM  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  676,  Logansport,  IN  46947. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Slover,  1224  17th  Street  NW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20036.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transiwrting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  sections  A  and  C 
of  appendix  1  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
comomdities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 
from  the  plant  site  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  Illini  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  at  Jos- 
lin,  HI.,  to  the  following  destinations: 
Boston,  Haverhill,  Springfield,  and  Marl¬ 
boro,  Mass.,  Rochester,  Syracuse,  and 
New  York,  N.Y.,  Salem  and  Roanoke,  Va., 
Philadelphia,  Harrisburg,  and  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.,  East  Hartford,  Conn.,  Cov¬ 
ington  and  Louisville,  Ky.,  Landover  and 
Baltimore.  Md.,  Manchester  and  Clare¬ 
mont,  N.H.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Illini  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  Joslin, 
HI.  (E.  James  Bonnette,  Director-  of 
’Transportation).  Send  protests  to:  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor  J.  H.  Gray,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  345  West  Wasme  Street,  Room 
204,  Port  Wayne,  IN  46802. 

No.  MC  136449  TA,  filed  February  29, 
1972.  Applicant:  D  i  M  PRODUCTS, 


INC.,  11320  Northeast  Marx  Street,  Port¬ 
land,  OR  97220.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  Gentry  (same  address  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber, 
from  Carver,  Oreg.,  to  Tacoma,  Wash., 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Rollin 
Lumber  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  85,  Clack- 
amas,  Oreg.  97015.  Send  protests  to:  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor  W.  J.  Huetig,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  450  Multnomah  Building.  120 
Southwest  Fourth  Avenue,  Portland,  OR 
97204. 

No.  MC  136451  TA,  filed  February  28, 
1972.  Applicant:  HUBBARD  CARTAGE, 
INC.,  3737  North  Lincoln,  Chicago,  IL 
60613.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ar¬ 
nold  L.  Binke,  127  North  Dearborn 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60602.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Dry  fertilizer  and  dry  fer¬ 
tilizer  material,  in  bulk,  from  Nilo  ware¬ 
house  facilities  used  by  Olin  Corp.  7  miles 
southwest  of  Joliet,  Ill.,  to  points  in  In¬ 
diana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin, 
under  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Olin  Corp.,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  R.  H.  May,  Supervisor,  Rates 
and  Analysis,  Olin  Corp.,  Agricultural 
Division,  Post  Office  Box  991,  Little  Rock, 
AR  72203.  Send  protests  to:  Richard  O. 
Chandler,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Everett  McKinley  Dirksen  Build¬ 
ing,  219  South  Dearborn  Street,  Room 
1086,  Chicago,  IL  60604. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.72-4048  Piled  3-i5-72;8:54  am] 


(Notice  20] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER 
CARRIER  AND  FREIGHT  FOR¬ 
WARDER  APPLICATIONS 

March  10,  1972. 

’The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  §  1100.247  ‘  of  the  CJommission’s 
general  rules  of  practice  (49  CFR,  as 
amended),  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  20, 1966,  effective 
May  20, 1966.  These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  an  application  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  within  30  days  after  date 
of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  Fail¬ 
ure  seasonably  to  file  a  protest  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  A  pro¬ 
test  under  these  rules  should  comply  with 
section  247(d)  (3)  of  the  rules  of  practice 
which  requires  that  it  set  forth  specifi¬ 
cally  the  groimds  upon  which  it  is  made. 


^Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary. 
Interstate  C<Mnmeroe  Ciommlssion,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423. 


contain  a  detailed  statement  of  protest- 
ant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding  (includ¬ 
ing  a  copy  of  the  specific  portions  of  its 
authority  which  protestant  believes  to  be 
in  conflict  with  that  sought  In  the  appli¬ 
cation,  and  describing  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed),  and 
shall  specify  with  particularity  the  facts, 
matters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but  shall 
not  include  issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally.  Protests  not  in  reasonable 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be 
served  concurrently  upon  applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative,  or  applicant  if  no  represent¬ 
ative  is  named.  If  the  protest  includes  a 
request  for  oral  hearing,  such  requests 
shall  meet  the  requirements  of  section 
247(d)  (4)  of  the  special  rules,  and  shall 
include  the  certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  further  provides  that 
eaoh  applicant  shall,  if  protests  to  its 
application  have  been  filed,  and  within 
60  days  of  the  date  of  this  publication, 
notify  the  Commission  in  writing  (1)  that 
it  is  ready  to  proceed  and  prosecute  the 
application,  or  (2)  that  it  wishes  to  with¬ 
draw  the  application,  failure  in  which 
the  application  will  be  dismissed  by  the 
Commission. 

Flirther  processing  steps  (whether 
modified  pr<Kedure,  oral  hearing,  or 
other  procedures)  will  be  determined 
generally  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  policy  statement  con¬ 
cerning  motor  carrier  licensing  proce¬ 
dures,  published  in  the  Federal  Register, 
issue  of  May  3,  1966.  This  assignment 
will  be  by  Commission  order  which  will 
be  served  on  each  party  of  record.  Broad¬ 
ening  amendments  will  not  be  accepted 
after  the  date  of  this  publication  except 
for  good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive 
amendments  will  not  be  entertained  fol¬ 
lowing  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  of  a  notice  that  the  proceeding  has 
been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 

No  MC  441  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  16.  1972.  Applicant:  HINTON  MO- 
’TOR  SERVICE,  INC.,  1401  Gardner  Ex¬ 
pressway.  Quincy.  IL  62301.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  T.  Lawley,  300 
Reisch  Building,  Springfield,  HI.  62701. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Paper  and  pa¬ 
per  products,  from  Quincy,  HI.,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Mississippi,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Texas,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin;  and  (2)  waste 
paper,  materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  paper  and  paper  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  points  in  Arkansas,  Alabama, 
Georgia,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Mississippi, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Texas,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin  to  Quincy,  HI.,  for  the  account  of 
Packaging  Corporation  of  America  in  (1) 
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and  (2)  above.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  Springfield  or 
Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC3062  (Sub-No.  33),  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  7.  1972.  Applicant:  L.  A.  TUCKER 
TRUCK  LINES,  INCORPORATED,  321 
North  Spring  Avenue,  Cape  Girardeau, 
MO  63701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  Post  Office  Box  624, 
Springfield,  VA  22150.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  (1)  between  Portageville, 
Mo.,  and  Dyersburg,  Tenn.;  from  Por¬ 
tageville  over  Missouri  Highway  162  to 
the  Mississippi  River,  thence  via  ferry  to 
Tennessee  Highway  21,  thence  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  21  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  78  at  Tiptonville,  thence  over 
Tennessee  Highway  78  to  Dyersburg,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  serving  all 
ihtermediate  points;  (2)  (a)  between 
Hayti,  Mo.,  and  Dyersburg,  Tenn.;  from 
Hayti  over  Missouri  Highway  84  to  the 
Mississippi  River,  thence  via  ferry  to 
Tennessee  Highway  79,  thence  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  79  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  78,  thence  over  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  78  to  Dyersburg,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (b)  from  Hayti  over  Missouri 
Highway  84  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  55,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
55  to  Interstate  Highway  155,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  155  to  jimction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  78,  thence  over  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  78  to  Dyersburg,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  and  (3)  between  Marion, 
Ill.,  and  Dyersburg,  Tenn.;  from  Marion, 
Ill.,  over  Interstate  Highway  57  to  U.S. 
Highway  51,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  51 
to  Dyersburg,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  the  intermediate  points  of 
Cairo,  Ill.,  and  Newbem,  Tenn.  Restric¬ 
tion  :  The  authority  sought  in  this  appli¬ 
cation  is  restricted  against  traffic  moving 
between  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  Dyersburg, 
Tenn.  Note:  Applicant  states  no  dupli¬ 
cating  authority  sought.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Memphis,  Tenn.,  or  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  11207  (Sub-No.  315),  filed 
February  16,  1972.  Applicant:  DEATON, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  938,  317  Avenue 
West,  Birmingham,  AL  35201,  Applicant’s 
representative:  A.  Alvis  Layne,  915 
Pennsylvania  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20004.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  and  except  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  livestock,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment,  and  those  injurious  or  contam¬ 
inating  to  other  lading,  and  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission), 
between  the  plantsite,  warehouse,  and 
storage  facilities  of  Arvin  Industries, 


Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Monticello,  Ark., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  North 
Carolina,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Virginia,  Dela¬ 
ware,  New  Jersey,  Massachusetts,  and 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan,  re¬ 
stricted  to  shipments  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  plantsite,  warehouse,  or 
storage  facilities  of  Arvin  Industries, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Monticello,  Ark.  Note:  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  20894  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
February  15,  1972.  Applicant:  P.  CALLA¬ 
HAN,  INC.,  5240  Chjmly  Street,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  PA  19135.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Terrence  L.  Bowers  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  livestock,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment) ,  from  the  warehouse  site  of 
the  Singer  Co.  at  Franklin  (Somerset 
Coimty) ,  N.J.,  to  points  in  those  pwirts  of 
Pennsylvania  and  Delaware  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  202  from  New  Hope, 
Pa.,  to  and  including  Wilmington,  Del., 
and  returned  ireshipped)  shipments  of 
the  above-described  commodities  from 
the  above-named  destination  points  to 
the  warehouse  site  of  the  Singer  Co.  at 
Franklin  (Somerset  County),  N.J.  Note: 
Applicant  also  holds  .  on tract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  under  MC  119140  and  subs,  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessarj',  applicant  equests  it  be  held 
at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  or  New  Vork,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  21269  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  HARRY 
POPOVSKY  AND  IRENE  POPOVSKY, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as 
GREEN’S  EXPRESS,  South  State 
Street,  Vineland,  NJ  08360.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Alexander  Markowitz, 
1180  Karin  Street,  Post  Office  Box  793, 
Vineland,  NJ  08360.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating 
to  other  lading),  serving  the  site  of  the 
freight  terminal  of  Wilson  Freight  Co., 
at  or  near  King  of  Prussia,  Pa.,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  regular  route  authority,  serving 
points  in  New  Jersey,  restricted  to  ship¬ 
ments  having  an  immediately  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  over  the  lines  of 
Wilson  Freight  Co.  Note:  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  30383  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
February  17,  1972.  Applicant:  JOSEPH 
F.  SHELAN  CO.,  INC.,  439  West  54th 
Street,  New  York,  NY  10019.  Applicant’s 


representative:  Herbert  Burstein,  30 
Church  Street.  New  York,  NY  10007.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Soap  products, 
stearic  acid,  vegetable  stearine,  glycerine 
oils,  cooking  fats,  soap,  soap  powder, 
cleaning  and  washing  compounds,  lard 
substitutes,  toilet  preparations,  empty 
containers,  kegs  and  drums,  advertising 
matter  and  premiums  and  groceries,  ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk,  from  East 
Brunswick,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Nassau, 
Suffolk,  Westchester,  and  Rockland 
Coimties,  N.Y.,  for  the  accoimt  of  Proc¬ 
ter  &  Gamble  Manufacturing  Co.,  and 
Procter  &  Gamble  Distributing  Co. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  392),  filed 
February  18, 1972.  Applicant:  KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  2125 
Commercial  Street,  Waterloo,  lA  50704. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Tnunan  A. 
Stockton,  1650  Grant  Street  Building, 
Denver,  CO.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat 
byproducts,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in  sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Cer¬ 
tificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
bulk  and  hides  or  skins) ,  from  the  plant- 
sites  and  facilities  utilized  by  Royal 
Packing  Co.,  and  Krey  Packing  Co.,  at 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  com¬ 
mercial  zone  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  restricted 
to  shipments  originating  at  the  above- 
named  plantsites  and  facilities.  Note: 
Common  control  may  be  Involved.  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  35628  (Sub-No.  327),  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  INTER- 
STA’TE  MO-rOR  FREIGHT  SYSTEM, 
a  corporation,  134  Grandville  SW., 
Grand  Rapids,  MI  49502.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Leonard  D.  Verdier,  Jr., 
900  Old  Kent  Building,  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.  49502.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  byprod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  sections  A 
and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  between  Raymore, 
Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arkansas.  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Nebraska.  Oklahoma,  Colorado, 
Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Indiana,  Ohio, 
Michigan,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Mary¬ 
land,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  District  of 
Columbia;  and  Covington  and  Louisville, 
Ky.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37,  NO.  52— THURSDAY,  MARCH  16,  1972 


5556 


NOTICES 


quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  35628  (Sub-No.  328>.  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  INTER¬ 
STATE  MCXTOR  FREIGHT  SYSTEM, 
a  corporation,  134  Grandville  SW.,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI  49502.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Letmard  D.  Verdier,  Jr.,  900  Old 
Kent  Building,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich. 
49502.  Authority  sought  to  (^rate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses  as  described  in  sections  A  and  C 
of  appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  frcxn  York,  Nebr., 
to  points  in  Indiana,  Ohio,  Michigan, 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Delaware,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  York,  Nebr.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  39249  (Sub-No.  12).  filed 
February  14,  1972.  Applicant:  MARTY’S 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  2335  Wheatsheaf  Lane, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19137.  AiH>licant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Leonard  A.  Jaskiewicz,  1730 
M  Street  NW.,  Suite  501,  Washington, 
DC  20036.  Authority  sought  to  (^rate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alco¬ 
holic  liquors,  in  containers,  between 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Scobeyville,  N.J. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  requested 
authority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  ex¬ 
isting  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  41432  (Sub-No.  119) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1972.  Applicant:  EAST  TEXAS 
MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  2355 
Stemmons  Freeway,  Post  Office  Box 
10125,  Dallas,  ’TX  75207,  Applicant’s  rep- 
resaitative:  Hugh  T.  Matthews,  630  Fi¬ 
delity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  and  meat  byproducts  as 
described  in  sections  A,  B,  and  C  of  ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C,.209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  of  Wilson  Certified  Foods,  Inc., 
and  its  subsidiaries  at  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Georgia,  Idaho, 
Illinois.  Indiana.  Iowa,  Michigan,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Montana,  Ohio,  Oregon,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming, 
restricted  to  traffic  orig^ting  at  the 
above-named  origin  points  and  destined 
to  points  in  the  above-named  States. 
Note:  If  a  heating  is  deoned  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  hdd  at  Dallas, 
Tex. 


No.  MC  42487  (Sub-No.  785),  filed 
February  4.  1972.  Applicant:  CONSOLI¬ 
DATED  FREIGHTWAYS  CXDRPORA- 
’nON  OP  DELAWARE.  175  Linfield 
Drive,  Menlo  Park,  CA  94025.  Applicant’s 
representative:  V.  R.  Oldenburg,  Post 
Office  Box  5138,  Chicago,  IL  60680.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  serving 
Danville,  Mount  Sterling,  Harrodsburg, 
Winchester,  and  Nicholasville,  Ky,,  as 
off-route  points  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  presently  authorized  regular 
routes.  Note:  Common  control  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Louisville,  Ky. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  260),  filed 
February  8,  1972.  Applicant:  SCHNEI¬ 
DER  ’TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2661  South 
Broadway,  Green  Bay,  WI  54304.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  D.  F.  Mariin 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregvilar  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Doors,  from  New  Lon¬ 
don,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Washington,  Ore¬ 
gon,  California,  Nevada,  Arizona,  Utah, 
New  Mexico,  Ccdorado,  Wyoming.  Idaho, 
and  Montana,  and  (2)  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  and  dis¬ 
tribution  of  doors,  from  destination 
States  in  (1)  above,  to  New  London,  Wis. 
Note:  AppUcant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  could  be  tacked  with 
various  subs  of  MC  51146  and  applicant 
will  tack  with  its  MC  51146  where  feasi¬ 
ble.  Applicant  further  states  it  has  vari¬ 
ous  duplicative  items  of  authority  imder 
various  subs  but  does  not  seek  duplica¬ 
tive  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  52657  (Sub-No.  690),  filed 
February  22,  1972.  AppUcant:  ARCO 
AUTO  CARRIERS,  INC.,  2140  West  79th 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60620.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  A.  J.  Bieber stein,  121 
West  Doty  Street,  Madison,  WI  53703. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  transporting :  (1)  Trailers 
and  trailer  chassis  (except  those  de¬ 
signed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto- 
mobUes),  and  trailer  converter  dollies, 
in  initial  movements,  in  truckaway  serv¬ 
ice,  from  Vineland,  N.J.,  to  all  points 
in  the  United  Stated  (including  Alaska, 
but  excluding  Hawaii) ;  (2)  (a)  motor 
vehicle  bodies,  hoists,  power  gates,  lift 
gates,  packers,  compactors,  refuse  and 
cargo  containers,  winches  and  portable 
truck  cranes,  and  (b)  materials,  sup¬ 
plies,  and  parts  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  used  in  the  manufacture,  assem¬ 
bly  and  servicing  of  cemunodities  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragrai^  1  and  2(a)  above, 
^en  moving  in  mixed  shipments  and 
on  the  same  load  with  such  commodities, 
between  Vindand,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 


States  (including  Alaska,  but  excluding 
Hawaii),  and  (3)  trailers  and  trailer 
chassis  (except  those  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles),  and 
trailer  converter  dolUes,  in  secondary 
movements,  in  truckaway  service,  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii),  to  Vine- 
land,  N.J,  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  or  Cto- 
lumbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  52932  (Sub-No.  25) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1972.  AppUcant:  NORTH  PENN 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  Box  230,  Lansdale, 
PA  19446.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
John  W.  Frame,  Box  626,  2208  Old 
Gettysburg  Rocui,  Camp  HUl,  PA  17011. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  veliicle,  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those  in¬ 
jurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing),  (1)  between  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
New  Tripoli,  Pa.;  from  Washinglon, 
D.C.,  over  UB.  Highway  1  to  Baltimore, 
Md.,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  40 
to  U.S.  Highway  13  at  Wilmington,  Del., 
and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  202  to 
West  Chester,  Pa.,  and  thence  over 
Pomsylvania  Highway  100  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  309  at  Heasant  Comers, 
and  thence  over  UJ3.  Highway  309  to 
New  Tripoli,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (2)  between  Easton,  Pa.,  and 
Schnecksville,  Pa.;  from  Easton,  Pa., 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  248  to  jimc- 
tion  with  Pmnsylvania  Highway  873, 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  873 
to  its  jimction  with  UB.  Highway  309  at 
Schnecksville,  Pa.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (3)  between  Bethlehem,  Pa., 
and  Portland,  Pa.;  from  Bethlehem,  Pa., 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  512  via 
Wind  Gap,  Pen  Argyl,  and  Bangor,  Pa., 
to  jimcti(Mi  with  U.S.  Highway  611, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  611  to  Port¬ 
land,  Pa.,,  and  return  over  the  same 
route: 

(4)  Between  Allentown,  Pa.,  and 
Easton,  Pa.;  from  Allentown,  Pa.,  over 
U.S,  Highway  22  to  Easton,  Pa.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route;  (5)  between 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Portland,  Pa.; 
from  PhUadelphia,  Pa.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  611  to  Portland,  Pa.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (6)  between  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  and  New  ’Tripoli,  Pa.;  from 
PhiladeliAia,  Pa.,  over  U.S.  Highway  309 
to  New  ’Tripoli,  Pa.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (7)  between  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  and  Pottstown,  Pa.;  from  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  over  UB.  Highway  422  to  Potts¬ 
town,  Pa.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (8)  between  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  and 
Hereford,  Pa.;  from  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  63  to  junc¬ 
tion  Pennsylvania  Highway  29  at  Green 
Lane,  thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway 
29  to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  100 
at  Hereford,  Pa.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (9)  between  Wilmington, 
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Del.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  from  Wil¬ 
mington,  Del.,  over  U.S.  Highway  13  to 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (10)  between  Phillipsburg, 
N.J.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.;  from  Phillips¬ 
burg,  N.J.,  over  U.S.  Highway  22  to  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points  on 
the  above-specified  routes  and  those  ofiF- 
route  points  in  Lehigh  and  Northampton 
Coimties,  Pa.,  and  those  within  20  miles 
of  Lansdale,  Pa.  (except  those  interme¬ 
diate  points  in  Lehigh  and  Northampton 
Counties,  and  those  within  20  miles  of 
Lansdale,  Pa.,  specified  on  the  regular 
route  description  in  1  through  8  above) . 
Restriction:  The  authority  is  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  traffic  (1) 
originating  at  Phillipsburg,  N.J.,  and  des¬ 
tined  to  points  in  Lehigh  and  Northamp¬ 
ton  Counties,  Pa.,  and  (2)  originating 
at  points  in  Lehigh  and  Northampton 
Coimties,  Pa.,  and  destined  to  Phillips¬ 
burg,  N.J.,  and  further  that  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  at  or  destined  to  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  within  a  20-mile  radius  of  Lans¬ 
dale,  Pa.,  restricted  to  interchange  point 
Phillipsburg,  N.J.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  it  presently  holds  the  above  author¬ 
ity  as  irregular  route  and  off-route  point 
authority  and  the  pm-pose  of  this  appli¬ 
cation  is  to  convert  irregular  route  and 
off-route  point  authority  into  regular 
route  authority.  Applicant  further  states 
that  any  duplication  of  authority  granted 
herein  or  in  the  extent  that  such  author¬ 
ity  duplicates  any  heretofore  granted  to 
or  now  held  by  carrier  shall  not  be  con¬ 
strued  as  conferring  more  than  one  op¬ 
erating  right.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  60186  (Sub-No.  43),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  1972.  Applicant:  NELSON 
PREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  47  East  Street, 
Rockville,  CTT  06066.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Vernon  V.  Baker,  1250  (Con¬ 
necticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food,  food 
preparations,  and  foodstuffs,  in  vehicles 
equipped  to  protect  such  products  from 
heat  or  cold  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  the  plantsites  and/or  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Kraftco  Corp.  at  or 
near  Pogelsville  and  Allentown,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
York,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  points  in  the  named  terri¬ 
tory.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  or 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  61955  (Sub-No.  17),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  18,  1972.  Applicant:  CENTROP- 
OLIS  TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  6700  Wil¬ 
son  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  MO  64125.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Frank  W.  Tay¬ 
lor,  Jr.,  1221  Baltimore  Avenue,  Kansas 
(Jity,  MO  64105.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  fertilizer  materials,  from 


Springfield,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Kansas,  and  Oklahoma.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  author¬ 
ity.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  65626  (Sub-No.  27),  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  FRE- 
DONIA  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
222,  Fredonia,  NY  14063.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Harry  C.  Ames,  Jr.,  705 
McLachlen  Bank  Building,  666  11th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20001.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Food,  food  prepa¬ 
rations,  and  foodstuffs,  in  vehicles  equip¬ 
ped  to  protect  such  products  from  heat 
or  cold  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) , 
from  the  plantsites  and/or  warehouse 
facilities  of  Kraftco  Corp.  at  or  near  Al¬ 
lentown  and  Fogelsville,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Delaware,  Maryland,  New  York,  and 
Ohio,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at 
and  destined  to  the  points  named.  Note: 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  75320  (Sub-No.  158),  filed 
February  11,  1972.  Applicant:  CAMP¬ 
BELL  SIXTY- SIX  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  807,  Springfield,  MO  65801. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Phineas 
Stevens,  Post  Office  Box  22567,  Jackson, 
MS  39205.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Ge?i- 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodi¬ 
ties  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading),  (1)  between  Bloomington, 
Ill.,  and  Milwaukee,  Wis.:  Prom  Bloom¬ 
ington  over  U.S.  Highway  51  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  20  to  jimction  Interstate  Highway 
90,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  90 
to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  15, 
thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  15  to 
Milwaukee  and  return  over  the  same 
route  serving  all  intermediate  points 
located  on  said  route  in  Ogle  and  Win¬ 
nebago  Counties,  Ill.,  and  serving  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  51  and  Interstate 
Highway  80  for  purposes  of  joinder  only, 
and  (2)  between  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  51  and  Interstate 
Highway  80  as  follows:  Prom  Chicago 
over  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  71  to  Junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  51  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points  on  said  route  located 
in  Kendall,  Kans.,  Du  Page  and  Cook 
Counties,  Ill.,  and  serving  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  51  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  80  for  purposes  of  joinder  only. 
Note:  Applicant  does  not  seek  authority 
to  serve  any  point  not  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  be  served  by  applicant  under 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Jackson.  Miss. 


No.  MC  77424  (Sub-No.  39),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  10,  1972.  AppUcant:  WENHAM 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  3200  East 
79th  Street,  Cleveland,  OH  44104.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  B.  O.  Bamer 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Concrete  additives,  floor¬ 
ing  compounds,  grouting  compounds, 
and  curing  compounds,  from  Buffalo, 
N.Y.,  to  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  80428  (Sub-No.  77),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1972.  Applicant:  McBRIDE 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  430,  Ooshen,  NY  10924.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Raymond  A.  Richards, 
23  West  Main  Street,  Webster,  NY.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Liquid  sugar, 
liquid  invert,  liquid  dextrose,  com  syrups, 
and  blends  thereof  in  stainless  steel  tank 
vehicles,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  New  York  and  Pennsylvania;  and  (2) 
prefabricated  buildings  and  shipping 
containers;  mounted  on  wheeled  under¬ 
carriages;  and/or  trailers,  via  tJie  tow- 
away  method,  from  points  in  Orange 
County,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  District  of  Columbia,  Florida. 
Georgia,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  Vermont,  and 
West  Virginia.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot 
be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Albany  or 
Rochester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  80428  (Sub-No.  78) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1972.  Applicant:  McBRIDE 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  430,  Goshen,  NY  10924.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Raymond  A.  Richards, 
23  West  Main  Street,  Webster,  NY  14580. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs, 
when  moving  in  refrigerated  vehicles, 
from  Newburgh,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Maryland, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  and  Virginia,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  plantsite  of 
Avoset  Pood  Corp.  and  destined  to  points 
in  the  States  indicated.  Note:  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Syracuse  or  Albany, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  82079  (Sub-No.  26),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1972.  Applicant:  KELLER 

-TRANSFER  LINE,  INC.,  1239  Randolph 
Avenue  SW.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI  49507. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  M.  Neath, 
Jr.,  900  1  Vandenberg  Center,  Grand 
Rapids,  MI  49502.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
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ing:  Food,  foodstuffs,  and  food  commod¬ 
ities  in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechan¬ 
ical  refrigeration,  from  Grand  Rtqjids, 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Indiana,  and 
Illinois,  with  the  exception  of  those  in 
Chicago  and  the  Chicago  commercial 
zone,  and  with  return  of  damaged  and 
rejected  merchandise.  Note;  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
Common  craitrol  and  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Lansing,  Mich.,  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  83539  (Sub-No.  329),  filed 
February  11,  1972.  Applicant:  C  &  H 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  1936 
2010  West  Commerce  Street,  Post  Office 
Box  5976,  Dallas,  TX  75222.  Applicant’s 
representative:  'Thomas  E.  James  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  (1)  Dozer  blades,  implement  draw¬ 
bars,  loaders,  scarifiers,  forklifts,  back 
hoes,  and  plows,  and  (2)  trailers,  parts 
and  accessories,  used  in  connection  with 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above,  from 
Fairview,  Okla.,  to  points  in  the  ITnited 
States  (except  Oklahoma,  Hawaii,  and 
Alaska).  Note:  Common  control  may  be 
involved.  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  can  be  tacked  with  its 
existing  authority,  but  indicates  that  it 
has  no  present  intention  to  tack  and 
therefore  does  not  identify  the  points  or 
territories  which  can  be  served  through 
tacking.  Persons  interested  in  the  tack¬ 
ing  possibilities  are  cautioned  that  fail¬ 
ure  to  oppose  the  application  may  result 
in  an  unrestricted  grant  of  authority.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  85374  (Sub-No.  7),  filed 
February  14,  1972.  Applicant:  FERRO 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  112  Hudson  Street, 
New  York,  NY  10007.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  140  Cedar 
Street,  New  York,  NY  10006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Food  products,  animal 
feeds,  and  materials  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture,  sale,  and  distribution  of  such 
commodities  in  vehicles  equipped  to  pro¬ 
tect  such  products  from  heat  or  cold, 
except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Kraftco  Corp.  at  or  near  Fogelsville  and 
Allentown,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  coimties  of 
Warren,  Hunterdon,  Morris,  Somerset, 
Middlesex,  Monmouth,  Union,  Essex, 
Hudson,  B^gen,  and  Passsdc,  N.J.;  West¬ 
chester.  Nassau,  Suffolk,  Rockland, 
Orange,  New  York,  Kings,  Queens, 
Bronx,  and  Richmond,  N.Y.,  under  con¬ 
tract  with  Kraftco  Corp.,  a  divsion  of 
Kraft  Foods.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  94201  (Sub-No.  105).  filed 
February  17, 1971.  Applicant:  BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  1010  Stroud 
Avenue,  Gadsden,  AL  35903.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Maurice  F.  Bishop,  327 
Frank  Nelson  Building.  Birmingham, 


Ala.  35203.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Com¬ 
position  board,  plywood,  and  moldings, 
from  the  plantsites  of,  and  the  facili¬ 
ties  utilized  by  U.S.  Plywood-Champion 
Papers,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Charleston,  S.C., 
and  at  or  near  Orangeburg,  S.C.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Ohio,  and  West  Virginia.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  94350  (Sub-No.  303),  filed 
February  14,  1972.  Applicant:  TRANSIT 
HOMES,  INC.,  Haywood  Road.  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  1628,  Greenville,  SC  29602.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Mitchell  King, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Trailers,  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles  in 
initial  shipments,  frcnn  points  in  John¬ 
son  County,  Tenn.,  and  from  points  in 
Wilkes  County,  N.C.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  ^ast  of  the  Mississippi 
River  (except  Louisiana  and  Minnesoto) . 
Note:  Commrai  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Knoxville,  Tom. 

No.  MC  94350  (Sub-No.  304),  filed 
February  14,  1972.  Applicant:  TRANSIT 
HOMES,  INC.,  Hasrwood  Road,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  1628,  Greenville,  SC  29602.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  r^resentative:  Mitchell  King, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trailers,  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  automobiles  in 
initial  shipments,  from  points  in  Pay¬ 
ette  County,  Idaho,  to  points  west  of  the 
Mississippi  River.  Note:  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved.  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  ite  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Boise,  Idaho. 

No.  MC  94350  (Sub-No.  306),  filed 
February  14,  1972.  Applicant:  TRANSIT 
HOMES,  INC.,  Haywood  Rosul,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  1628,  Greenville,  SC  29602.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative;  Mitchell  King, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Trailers,  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles  in  in¬ 
itial  mov^nents,  from  points  in  Nebraska 
(excluding  Kearney  and  the  plantsite  of 
Champicxi  Home  Builders  at  York)  to 
points  in  the  United  States  west  of  the 
Mississii^i  River.  Note:  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved.  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  caimot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  97357  (Sub-No.  45),  filed 
February  8,  1972.  Applicant:  ALLYN 
TRANSPORTATTON  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 


poration,  14011  South  Central  Avenue, 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90059.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Warren  N.  Grossman,  606 
South  Olive  Street,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90014.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fuel  Oil, 
in  bulk,  in  tank-truck  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Los  Angeles  and  Kem  Coun¬ 
ties,  Calif.,  to  electric-generating  facil¬ 
ities  locate  at  or  near  Phoenix,  Glen¬ 
dale,  Tempe,  Red  Rock,  Casa  Grande, 
Tucson,  Chandler,  and  Yuma,  Ariz. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Phoenix,  Ariz. 

No.  MC  100666  (Sub-No.  212),  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  MELTON 
TRUCTC  LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
7666,  Shreveport,  LA  71107.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson, 
3535  Northwest  58th,  280  National  Foun¬ 
dation  Life  Building,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  pipe,  tubing,  fittings,  and  con¬ 
nections,  from  the  plantsite  of  Tex-Tube 
Division  of  Cyclops  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Houston,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  102982  (Sub-No.  25),  filed 
February  8,  1972.  Applicant:  GEORGE 
W.  KUGLER,  INC.,  2800  East  Waterloo 
Road,  also  Post  Office  Box  6064,  Ellet 
Station,  Akron,  OH  44312.  Appplicant’s 
representative:  John  P.  McM^on,  100 
East  Broad  Street,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con- 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Conduit 
and  other  pipe  (except  iron  and  steel) 
and  attachments,  parts,  and  fittings 
therefor,  from  the  plantsite  of  the  Flint- 
kote  Co.  located  at  or  near  Ravenna, 
Ohio,  in  Rootstown  Township,  Portage 
County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Delaware, 
District  of  Coliunbia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky.  Maryland,  Michigan,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin,  im- 
der  contract  with  the  Flintkote  Co. 
Note:  Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  under  MC  125533  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore,  common  control 
and  dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  103051  (Sub-No.  244),  filed 
February  11,  1972.  Applicant:  FTLEET 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  90408,  Nashville,  TN  37209. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Harlan  Dod¬ 
son,  900  Nashville  Trust  Building,  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  37201.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  products 
(except  asphalt  products),  in  bulk.  In 
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tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  Mobile.  Ala.,  to 
points  in  Florida;  and  (2)  from  Birming- 
hsun,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Georgia  and 
South  Carolina.  Note:  Applicant  states 
it  intends  to  tack  at  Atlanta,  Savannah. 
Rome,  Hilton,  and  Columbus,  Oa.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  104004  (Sub-No.  186),  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  ASSOCI¬ 
ATED  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  380  Madison 
Avenue,  New  York,  NY  10017.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  P.  Tyiian, 
69-20  Fresh  Pond  Road,  Ridgewood,  NY 
11227.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Sj/n- 
thetic  plastic,  or  composition  flooring  or 
tile:  (2)  facing  or  floor  covering;  (3) 
laying  accessories;  and  (4)  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  (1).  (2),  and/or  (3), 
between  Lisbon,  Maine,  and  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Georgia,  Florida,  Ver¬ 
mont,  North  Carolina,  and  South  Caro¬ 
lina.  Note:  Applicant  states  no  dupli¬ 
cation  is  sought.  It  is  presently  author¬ 
ized  to  serve  the  origin  point  but  over  a 
series  of  regular  routes  to  the  destina¬ 
tions  involved.  Some  new  authority  be¬ 
ing  sought  in  each  State  as  applicant 
cannot  now  serve  every  point  in  each 
State  authorized  to  serve.  Applicant  fur¬ 
ther  states  tacking  possibilities  exist  and 
tacking  could  be  performed  at  any 
point  on  applicant’s  system  as  they 
would  be  common.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  New  York,  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  105269  (Sub-No.  52) .  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1972.  Applicant:  GRAFF 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  2110  Lake 
Street,  Kalamazoo,  MI  49005.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  M.  Veale,  Suite 
1700,  1  Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit,  MI 
48226.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Paper  and 
paper  products,  paper  mill  materials  and 
supplies,  except  in  tank  vehicles,  between 
Marion,  Ind.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  ni.,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  107818  (Sub-No.  59) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  15, 1972.  Applicant:  GREENSTEIN 
'TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
280  Northwest  12th  Avenue,  Post  OflSce 
Box  608,  Pompano  Beach,  FL  33061.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Martin  Sack, 
Jr.,  1754  Gulf  Life  Tower,  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  32207.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregultu'  routes,  transporting: 
Dairy  products,  and  nondairy  cream  sub¬ 


stitutes,  nondairy  snack  dips,  nondairy 
cottage  cheese,  and  nondairy  whipped 
toppings,  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  or 
Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  107882  (Sub-No.  25)  (Cor¬ 
rection),  filed  January  11,  1972,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of 
February  17,  1972,  and  republished,  in 
part,  as  corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
ARMORED  MOTOR  SERVICE  COR¬ 
PORATION,  160  Ewingville  Road,  Tren¬ 
ton,  NJ  08638.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  1819  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006.  The  purpose  of 
this  partial  republication  is  to  Include 
New  York,  N.Y..  as  a  destination  point, 
which  was  inadvertently  omitted  in  the 
previous  publication.  The  rest  of  the 
application  remains  as  previously 
published. 

No.  MC  108053  (Sub-No.  110),  filed 
February  17,  1972.  Applicant:  LITTLE 
AUDREY’S  TRANSPORTA’TION  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  129,  Fre¬ 
mont,  NE  68025.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Carl  L.  Steiner,  39  South  La  Salle 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods  and  potato 
products,  not  frozen,-from  points  in  Ore¬ 
gon  and  Washington,  to  Kennewick, 
Wash.,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  moving  to  Kennewick,  Wash., 
for  intransit  storage.  Note:  Common 
control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  or  Portland, 
Oreg. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  342),  filed 
February  15,  1972.  Applicant:  FROZEN 
FCX)D  EXPRESS,  INC.,  318  Cadiz  Street, 
also  Post  Office  Box  5888,  Dallas,  TX 
75207.  Applicant’s  representative:  J.  B. 
Ham,  Post  Office  Box  5888,  Dallas,  TX 
75222.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  Chickasha,  Okla.,  to  points 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Ohio  River  at  Fort  Thomas,  Ky.;  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Lexington,  Ky.; 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  68  to  Glasgow, 
Ky;  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31-E  to 
Nashville,  Tenn.;  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  Columbia,  Tenn.;  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  43  to  the  Tennessee-Ala- 
bama  State  line.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  or 
Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  18411  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1972.  Applicant:  STEARLY’S 
MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC.,  Box  B.  CoUege- 
ville.  Pa.  19426.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  John  W.  Frame,  Box  626,  2207  Old 
Gettysburg  Road,  Camp  Hill,  PA  17011, 
Authority  sought  to  cqierate  as  a  common 


carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Overhead  traveling 
cranes,  gantry  cranes,  wall  cranes,  elec¬ 
tric  hoists,  chain  hoists,  and  fabricated 
steel  products,  which  by  reason  of  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  including  parts  and  accessories 
therefor  when  moving  as  part  of  the  same 
shipment,  between  Pottsdown  and  Stowe, 
Pa.,  on  the  (xie  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  States  east  of  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Colorado, 
and  New  Mexico.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Harrisburg,  Pa. 

No.  MC  108884  (Sub-No.  20).  filed  Feb- 
ruary  10,  1972.  Applicant:  RCXJERS 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  Route  46,  Post  Office 
Box  175,  Great  Meadows,  NJ  07838.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Bert  Collins, 
140  Cedar  Street.  New  York,  NY  10006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Food,  food  prepa¬ 
rations,  and  foodstuffs,  in  vehicles 
equipped  to  protect  such  products  from 
heat  or  cold  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  the  plantsite  and/or 
warehouse  facilities  of  Kraftco  Corp.,  at 
or  near  Fogelsville  and  Allentown,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Maine.  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hamp^ire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and 
West  Virginia,  restricted  to  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  at  named  origins  and  destined  to 
points  in  named  territory.  Note:  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  109265  (Sub-No.  23) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1972.  Applicant:  W.  L.  MEAD, 
INC.,  Cleveland  Road,  Post  Office  Box  31, 
Norwalk,  OH  44857.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  RoUie  R.  Miller  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  serving 
North  Hampton,  Ohio,  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular 
routes.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Columbus  or  Dayton,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  265),  filed 
February  15,  1972.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  Post  Office  Box  113,  Joplin,  MO 
64801.  Applicant’s  representative:  A.  N. 
Jacobs  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Switch  gears,  cir¬ 
cuit  breakers,  and  rectifiers:  parts  of 
the  above-named  commodities,  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  including  Alaska,  but  excluding 
Hawaii.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  can  be  tacked  with 
its  Sub  195  where  “size  or  weight’’  com¬ 
modities  are  involved.  However,  tacking 
Is  not  intended.  Common  contrcd  may  be 
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involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washin^n,  D.C.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  109632  (Sub-No.  26).  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  LOPEZ 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  131  linden  Street, 
Waltham,  MA  02154.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  B.  Williams,  111  State 
Street,  Boston,  MA  02109.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Urethane,  urethane  prod¬ 
ucts,  roofing  and  roofing  materials,  in¬ 
sulating  materials,  composition  board, 
and  gypsum  products,  and  materials  used 
in  the  installation  thereof  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  from  Andover,  Mass., 
to  points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Vermont.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  can  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority  at  Andover,  Mass., 
and  serve  points  in  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut, 
New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  109649  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
February  17,  1972.  Applicant:  L.  P. 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  Cross  and 
Main  Streets,  Chester,  NY  10918.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  L.  Alfano, 

2  West  45th  Street,  New  York,  NY  10036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquefied  petroleum 
gases,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Providence,  RJ.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  Pennsylvania, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont.  Note:  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority.  Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  109821  (Sub-No.  31).  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  H.  W. 
TAYNTON  COMPANY,  INC.,  40  Main 
Street,  Wellsboro,  PA  16901.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  DeKroyft,  24 
Branford  Place,  Newark,  NJ  07102.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tranpsorting:  Food,  food  prepara¬ 
tions,  and  foodstuffs  in  vehicles  equipped 
to  protect  such  products  from  heat  or 
cold,  except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facil¬ 
ities  of  Kraftco  Corp.,  at  or  near  Fogels- 
ville  and  Allentown,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
New  York,  restricted  to  trafllc  originat¬ 
ing  at  named  origins  and  destined  to 
points  in  the  named  States.  Note:  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  New  York  City,  N.Y., 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  109847  (Sub-No.  11).  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  BOSS- 
LINCO  LINES,  INC.,  1  West  Genessee 
Street,  Suite  450,  Genessee  Building, 
Buffalo,  NY  14240.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  2030  North 
Adams  Street,  Arlington,  VA  22201. 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir- 
regxilar  routes,  transporting:  Food,  food 
preparations,  and  foodstuffs,  in  vehicles 
equipped  to  protect  such  products  from 
heat  or  cold,  except  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  plantsite  and/or  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Kraftco  Corp.,  at  or 
near  Allentown  and  Foglesville,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New  York, 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  (Columbia, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  points  in 
the  named  destination  territory.  Note: 
Common  control  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  111940  (Sub-No.  53).  filed 
February  14,  1972.  Applicant:  SMITH’S 
’TRUCK  LINES,  a  corporation.  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  88,  Muncy,  PA  17756.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  M.  Mussel- 
man,  Post  Office  Box  1146,  400  North 
Third  Street.  Harrisburg,  PA  17108. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rou^,  transporting:  (1)  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  classes  A  and 
B  explosives),  in  cargo  containers,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Lycoming  County,  Pa., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
p>oints  in  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Maryland,  and  Pennsylvania,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  water;  and  (2)  cargo  con¬ 
tainers,  between  points  in  Lycoming 
County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  oUier,  points  in  Delaware,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Maryland,  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  226),  filed 
February  11,  1972.  Applicant:  BRAY 
LINES,  INCORPORATED,  Post  Office 
Box  1191,  1401  North  Little,  Cushing, 
OK  74023.  Applicant’s  representative: 
K.  Charles  Elliott  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs,  in  containers,  in  vehicles  equipped 
for  temperature  control  in  transporta¬ 
tion,  from  the  plantsites  and  storage 
facilities  of  Anderson,  Criayton  &  Co.,  at 
or  near  Jacksonville,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota, 
Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and  Wash¬ 
ington.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  can  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority,  but  indicates  that 
it  has  no  present  intention  to  tack,  and, 
therefore,  does  not  identify  the  points 
or.  territories  which  can  be  served 
through  tacking.  Persons  interested  in 
the  tacking  possibilities  are  cautioned 
that  failure  to  oppose  the  application 
may  result  in  an  imrestricted  grant  of 
authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Dallas  or  Houston,  Tex. 


No.  MC  113828  (Sub-No.  199),  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  O’BOYLB 
TANK  LINES.  INCX>RPORA'rED,  Post 
Office  Box  30006,  Washington,  DC  20014. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  P. 
Sullivan,  Federal  Bar  Building  West, 
1819  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Alcoholic 
liquors,  in  bulk,  between  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  Elizabeth,  N.J.,  and  Baltimore, 
Md.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  can  be  tacked  with  its 
existing  authority  but  indicates  that  it 
has  no  present  intention  to  tack  and 
therefore  does  not  identify  the  points  or 
territories  which  can  be  served  through 
tacking.  Persons  interested  in  the  tack¬ 
ing  possibilities  are  cautioned  that  fail¬ 
ure  to  oppose  the  application  may  result 
in  an  imrestricted  grant  of  authority.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114019  (Sub-No.  229),  filed 
February  10, 1972.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
EMERY  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7000 
South  Pulaski  Road,  Chicago,  IL  60629. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Arthur  J. 
Sibik  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Com  products 
and  blends,  in  bulk,  from  Hammond, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska,  Hawaii,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Wisconsin) ;  and  (2)  corn  products  and 
blends,  inedible,  in  bulk,  from  Hammond, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Wis¬ 
consin.  Note:  Applicant  states  that  the 
requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  114045  (Sub-No.  355),  filed 
February  17,  1972.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
COLD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
5842,  Dallas,  ’TX  75222.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  B.  Stuart  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Candy  and  confectionery  products,  from 
points  in  Cook  County,  HI.,  to  points  in 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  114045  (Sub-No.  356),  filed 
February  17,  1972.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 
COLD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box 
5842,  Dallas,  TX  75222.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  B.  Stuart  (same  address  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Candy 
and  confectionery  products,  from  points 
in  Cook  Coimty,  HI.,  to  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Nevada,  Utah,  Oregon, 
and  Washington.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  Com- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  37.  NO.  52— THURSDAY,  MARCH  16,  1972 


NOTICES 


5561 


mon  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  115),  filed 
February  4,  1972.  Applicant:  CEDAR 
RAPIDS  STEEL  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids, 
lA  52406.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  E.  Konchar,  Suite  315,  Commerce 
Exchange  Building,  2720  First  Avenue 
NE.,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  52402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  prepared  foods. 
from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  of  The  Kitchens  of  Sara  Lee  at  or 
near  New  Hampton,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Indiana,  Ohio,  and  Michigan.  Note:  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing 
authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  116),  filed 
February  4,  1972.  Applicant:  CEDAR 
RAPIDS  STEEL  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids, 
lA  52406.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  E.  Konchar,  Suite  315,  Commerce 
Exchange  Building,  2720  First  Avenue, 
NE.,  Cedar  Re^ids,  lA  52402.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  prepared  foods, 
from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facil¬ 
ities  of  ’The  Kitchens  of  Sara  Lee  at  or 
near  New  Hampton,  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Maryland,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Chicago,  ni. 

No.  MC  114989  (Sub-No.  14),  filed 
February  17,  1972.  Applicant:  KEN¬ 
TUCKY  WESTERN  TRUCK  ONES, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  623,  Hopkinsville, 
KY  42240.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Richard  D.  Cleaves,  601  Stahlmttn  Build¬ 
ing,  Nashville,  Tenn.  32701.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Malt  beverages;  milk  car¬ 
tons;  used  bottles;  paper,  and  cardboard 
boxes  and  baled  rags,  from,  to  or  be¬ 
tween:  (1)  To  transport  malt  beverages 
for  the  account  of  Cravens  Distributing 
Co.,  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  points  in 
Christian  Coimty,  Ky.;  (2)  to  transport 
malt  beverages  from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to 
HopkinsviUe,  Ky.,  for  the  account  of 
Hopkinsville  Beverage  Co.;  (3)  to  trans¬ 
port  milk  cartons  for  the  accoimt  of  U. 
C.  Milk  Co.  from  Sikeston,  Mo.,  to  Madi- 
sonville,  Ky.;  (4)  to  transport  used  bot¬ 
tles,  paper,  and  cardboard  boxes  for  the 
account  of  Kentucky  Waste  Paper  Co., 
fnxn  points  on  or  west  of  UB.  Highway 
431  in  Kentucky  to  Mount  Carmel,  HI.; 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  to  points  in  Indiana 
and  Tennessee  and  (5)  to  trans{>ort  baled 
rags  from  Hopkinsville,  Ky.,  to  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.;  Cinclimati,  Ohio;  Detroit, 
Mich.,  and  Baltimore.  Md.,  for  the  ac¬ 


count  of  the  Salvation  Army,  Hopkins¬ 
ville,  Ky..  imder  contract  with  U.  C.  Milk 
Co.,  Madisonville,  Ky.,  and  Cravens  Dis¬ 
tributing  Co.,  H(^kinsville,  Ely.  Note:  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  H(H>kinsville. 
Ky.,  or  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  245),  filed 
February  14,  1972.  Applicant:  POOLE 
TRUC:!K  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer 
500,  Evergreen,  AL  36401.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  E.  Tate  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  pipe  and  fittings,  from 
points  in  Cumberland  Coimty,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  in  and  east 
of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  cannot  be  tacked  with 
its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Birmingham,  Ala.,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115162  (Sub-No.  246),  filed 
February  14,  1972.  Applicant:  P<X)LE 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Drawer 
500,  Evergreen,  AL  36401.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  E.  Tate  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  WaUboard,  fiberboard,  pulpboard, 
adhesive  cement,  plastic  and  fiberglass 
plate,  and  sheets,  nails,  eave  filler  strips, 
wood  moulding,  and  aluminum  flashing, 
from  Lodi,  N.J.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  in  and  east  of  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota.  Nebraska,  Kansas.  Okla¬ 
homa.  and  Texas.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115654  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
January  14.  1972.  Applicant:  TENNES¬ 
SEE  CARTAGE  CO.,  INC.,  809  Ewing 
Avenue,  Nashville.  ’TN  37202.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Walter  Hamood,  Suite 
1822  Parkway  Towers,  404  James  Rob¬ 
ertson  Parkway,  Nashville,  TN  37219. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Confectionery,  con¬ 
fectionery  products,  chocolate  and  re¬ 
lated  chocolate  items,  advertising  and 
promotional  materials  moving  in  con¬ 
junction  with  said  commodities  (except 
in  bulk),  in  vehicles  mechanically 
equipped  for  protection  against  heat  and 
cold,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Bath,  Bell,  Boyle,  Breathitt,  Carter, 
Casey,  Clark,  Cfiay,  Elliott,  Estill,  Floyd, 
Garrard,  Harlan,  Jackson,  Jessamine, 
Johnson,  Knott,  Knox,  Laurel,  Lawrence, 
Lee,  Leslie,  Letcher,  Lincoln,  McCreary, 
Madison,  Magoffin,  Martin,  Menifee, 
Mercer,  Montgomery,  Morgan,  Owsley, 
Pike,  Perry,  Powell,  Pulaski,  Rockcastle, 
Rowan,  Russell,  Wasme,  Whitley,  Wolfe, 
and  Woodford  Counties,  Ky.  Note:  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  that  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  au¬ 
thority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 


applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tttin. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-Nc.  427),  filed 
February  10, 1972.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION. 
INC.,  1215  Bankhead  Highway  West,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  AL  35204.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roger  M.  Shaner,  Post  Office 
Box  168,  Concord,  TN  37720.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  frrsn  Allentown  and 
Chambersburg,  Pa.,  to  Chickasha,  Okla. 
Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  St.  Louis.  Mo.;  Chicago,  HI.,  or  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  116077  (Sub-No.  322),  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  ROBERT¬ 
SON  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  2000  West  Loop 
South.  Suite  1800,  Houston,  TX  77027. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Pat  H. 
Robertson,  Suite  401,  First  Naticmal  Life 
Building,  Austin.  TX  78701.  Authority 
sought  to  c^rerate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cement,  from  the  plant- 
site  of  Ideal  Cement  Co.  located  in  Har¬ 
ris  County,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Louisana. 
Note:  Applicant  stat^  that  the  requested 
authority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  ex¬ 
isting  authority.  Applicant  further  states 
no  duplicating  authority  sought.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Houston  or  Dallas, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  117574  (Sub-No.  215),  filed 
February  15,  1972.  Applicant:  DAILY 
EXPRESS,  me..  Post  Office  Box  39.  1078 
Harrisburg  Pike,  Carlisle,  PA  17013.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  W.  Ha- 
gar,  Post  Office  Box  1166, 100  Pine  Street, 
Ha^sburg,  PA  17108.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Air,  sewage,  water,  and  refuse 
treatment  systems  which  because  of  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment;  and,  (2)  tools,  materials,  parts, 
and  supplies  used  in  connection  with  the 
erectiem  and  craistruction  of  air,  sewage, 
water,  and  refuse  treatment  systems 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
Culpeper.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska,  Arizona,  California, 
Hawaii,  Idaho.  Montana.  Nevada,  Ore- 
g<Mi,  Utah.  Wa^ington,  and  Wyoming) . 
Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  author¬ 
ity  sought  herein  can  be  tacked  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  existing  authority.  It  is  not 
however,  applicant's  present  intention  to 
tack,  therefore,  the  tackable  authorities 
are  not  identified  herein.  Persons  Inter¬ 
ested  in  the  tacking  possibilities  are 
cautioned  that  failure  to  oppose  the  ap¬ 
plication  may  result  in  an  unrestricted 
grant  of  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117574  (Sub-No.  216),  filed 
February  15,  1972.  Applicant:  DAILY 
EIXPRESS,  me..  Post  Office  Box  39,  Car- 
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lisle,  PA  17013.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  James  W.  Hagar,  100  Pine  Street, 
Post  Office  Box  1166,  Harrisburg,  PA 
17108.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregvilar  routes,  transporting:  Bitumi¬ 
nous  fiber  pipe  and  conduit,  parts,  at¬ 
tachments  and  fittings,  from  West  Bend, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  Florida,  Georgia,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Wisconsin.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority 
sought  herein  can  be  tacked  with  its 
existing  authority.  It  is  not  however, 
applicant’s  present  intention  to  tack, 
therefore,  the  tackable  authorities  are 
not  identified  herein.  Persons  interested 
in  the  tacking  possibilities  are  cautioned 
that  failure  to  oppose  the  application 
may  result  in  an  unrestricted  grant  of 
authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117799  (Sub-No.  30) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1972.  Applicant:  BEST  WAY 
FROZEa^  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Room  205, 
3033  Excelsior  Boulevard,  Miimeapolis, 
MN  55416.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Val  M.  Higgins,  1000  First  National  Bank 
Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  55402.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  laminates 
and  plastic  laminated  products,  and 
resin  impregnated  paper,  from  Auburn, 
Maine,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Idaho,  Dlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  South  Carolina,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Wisconsin,  and  Wyoming,  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority.  Applicant  further  states 
that  no  duplicating  authority  is  sought. 
Common  control  may  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Portland,  Maine,  or 
Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  118089  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  ROBERT 
HEATH  TRUCTKING,  INC.,  2909  Avenue 
C,  Lubbock,  ’TX  79408,  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Eionald  L.  Stem,  530  Univac 
Building,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority 
sought  to  (HJerate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  utilized  by  Swift  Fresh 
Meats  Co.  at  Clovis,  N.  Mex.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  restricted 


to  traffic  originating  at  the  above-named 
plantsite  and  destined  to  the  named 
States.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Amarillo,  Tex. 

No.  MC  119654  (Sub-No.  20),  filed 
Februsuir  16,  1972.  Applicant:  HI-WAY 
DISPATCH,  INC.,  1401  West  26th  Street, 
Marion,  IN  46952.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Robert  C.  Smith,  711  (TTiamber  of 
Commerce  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Glass 
containers,  closures  therefore,  fiberboard 
boxes  and  sheets,  and  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture,  distribution,  packaging,  and  sale 
of  glass  containers,  closures,  and  fiber- 
board  boxes  and  sheets  (except  commodi¬ 
ties  which,  because  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment  and 
those  c(Hnmodities  in  biilk),  between 
Dunkirk,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Plainfield,  Ill.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Dl., 
or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  119774  (Sub-No.  40),  filed 
February  15,  1972.  Applicant:  MARY 
ELLEN  S’TIDHAM,  N.  M.  STIDHAM,  A. 
E.  MANKINS,  INEZ  MANKINS,  AND 
JAMESS  E.  MAincINS,  SR.,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  as  EAGLE  ’TRUCKING 
CX>MPANY,  Post  Office  Box  471,  Kilgore, 
’TX  75662.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bernard  H.  E^ngUsh,  6270  Firth  Road, 
Fort  Worth,  TX  76116.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plastic  pipe  and  plastic  tubing,  with 
or  without  plastic  fittings,  from  the 
plantsite  of  Tex-Tube  Division,  Detroit 
Steel  Corp.,  Houston,  Tex.,  to  points  in 
the  Unit^  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii).  Note;  Applicant  states  it  holds 
mercer  and  earth  drilling  commodity  au¬ 
thority,  and,  if  commodities  qualify 
under  intended  use  test,  could  it  tack  at 
Houston,  Tex.,  to  points  in  the  States  of 
Arkansas,  Alabama,  (Colorado,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Utah,  and  Wyoming.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Houston  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  119880  (Sub-No.  51),  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  DRUM 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  2056, 
Elast  Peoria,  IL  61611.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  D(»iald  L.  Stem,  530  Univac 
Building,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Alcoholic  liquors,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  F*ekin,  BL,  to  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio.  Note;  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  119988  (Sub-No.  50) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1972.  Applicant:  GREAT 


WESTERN  ’TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  High¬ 
way  103  E^ast,  Post  Office  Box  1384,  Luf¬ 
kin,  TX  75901.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Mert  Starnes,  Post  Office  Box  2207, 
Austin,  ’TX  78767.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Printed  advertising  matter,  and 
from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  points  in  Texas 
(except  Dallas  and  Houston) ;  (2)  news¬ 
paper  supplements  otherwise  exempted 
from  economic  regulation  under  section 
203(b)(7)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  when  transported  in  mixed  loads  with 
printed  advertising  matter,  from  New 
Orleans,  La.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Georgia,  Florida,  Mississippi,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee  (except 
Memphis),  Kentucky,  Illinois  (except 
Chicago),  Indiana,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania. 
New  Jersey,  Michigan,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Maryland,  New  York,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Vermont,  Rhode  Island,  and 
Maine;  and  (3)  from  the  plantsite  of 
EasTex,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Silsbee, 
Tex.,  to  Port  Gibson,  Miss.  Note:  Ap¬ 
plicant  intends  to  tack  Part  (1)  of  the 
above  at  points  in  Texas  with  its  Sub  26 
to  provide  through  service  on  the  com¬ 
modities  sought  in  this  application  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  Los 
Angeles  and  San  Francisco,  CalU.,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  Memphis,  Tenn.,  points  in 
Escambia  and  Santa  Rosa  Counties,  Fla., 
points  in  Carroll,  Glayton,  Cobb,  De  Kalb, 
Douglas,  Fulton,  and  Haralcon  Coimties, 
Ga.,  and  except  points  in  Alabama. 
Alaska,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Hawaii, 
Indiana,  Illinois,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  New  Hampshire.  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Texas,  Vermont,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin) .  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Houston,  Tex.,  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  120120  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
July  26,  1971.  Applicant:  CANNING 
’TRUCK  SERVICE.  INC.,  1105  East  23d 
Street,  Fairbiur,  NE  68352.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  E.  Ryan,  214 
Sharp  Building,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68508. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular/ 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Regular 
routes:  General  commodities  (except 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  Fairbury  and  Omaha,  Nebr.,  over 
Nebraska  Highway  136  to  Beatrice, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  77  to  Lincoln, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  6  to  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  the  intermediate  points  of  Bea¬ 
trice  and  Lincoln.  Alternate  route:  From 
Fairbury  over  Nebraska  Highway  15  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  6  and  U.S.  Highway  34  to 
Lincoln,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
6  to  Omaha,  Nebr.  Irregular  routes: 
Between  points  in  Webster,  Nuckolls, 
Thayer,  Jefferson,  Gage,  Pawnee,  John¬ 
son,  Lancaster,  Seward,  York,  Saline, 
Clay,  and  Fillmore  Coimties,  Nebr.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
York  and  Seward  Coimties,  Nebr.,  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  34;  Adams  and  Webster 
Counties,  Nebr.,  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
281;  and  points  in  Johnson  and  Pawnee 
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Counties,  Nebr.,  west  of  Nebraska  High¬ 
way  50.  Restriction:  No  r>ortion  of  the 
regular  route  authority  shall  be  tacked 
or  joined,  directly  or  indirectly,  with  any 
portion  of  the  irregular  route  authority 
requested.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
no  tacking  would  be  performed  between 
points  under  this  application,  but  there 
would  be  tacking  of  the  regular  route 
points  in  the  application  and  points  in 
Sub  2  authority  and  Sub  5.  Applicant 
further  states  no  duplicate  authority  is 
sought  and  it  has  no  objection  to  the  re¬ 
moval  of  duplicating  authority.  The  pur^ 
pose  of  this  application  is  to  convert  the 
certificate  of  registration  under  MC 
120120  (Sub-No.  1)  into  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Lincoln  or  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  123634  (Sub-No.  11).  filed 
February  14,  1972.  Applicant:  K.  N. 
DISTRIBUTORS,  INC.,  360  Park  Avenue 
South,  New  York,  NY  10010.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Arthur  J.  Piken,  1  Lefrak 
City  Plaza,  Flushing,  NY  11368.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  depart¬ 
ment  store  merchandise,  between  the 
stoj^age  facilities  and  stores  of  S.  Klein 
Detmrtment  Stores,  Inc.,  its  subsidiaries, 
affiliates,  and  concessionaires  located  at 
New  York,  Yonkers,  East  Parmingdale, 
Commack,  West  Hempstead,  Hicksville, 
New  Hyde  Park,  and  Valley  Stream, 
N.Y,;  Newark,  Woodbridge,  Wayne 
Township,  Cherry  Hill,  and  East  Bruns¬ 
wick,  N.J.;  Philadelphia  and  York,  Pa.; 
points  in  Marple  Township,  Levittown, 
and  Glenholden,  Pa.;  Greenbelt,  Md.; 
Boston,  Mass.;  and  Alexandria,  Va.,  im- 
der  contract  with  S.  Klein  Department 
Stores,  Inc.,  its  subsidiaries  and  affiliate 
corporations  and  concessionaires.  Note: 
Applicant  states  no  duplicating  authority 
is  sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  511),  filed 
February  11, 1972.  Applicant:  SCHWER- 
MAN  TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation. 
611  South  28th  Street,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53246.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
R.  Ziperski  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Fly  ash, 
from  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  La  Cygne,  Kans., 
and  the  plantsite  of  Kansas  City  Power 
&  Light  Co.  near  Clinton,  Mo.,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  and  Oklahoma.  Note: 
Common  control  may  be  involved.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
can  be  tacked  with  its  existing  author¬ 
ity,  but  indicates  that  it  has  no  present 
intention  to  tack  and  therefore  does  not 
identify  the  points  or  territories  which 
can  be  served  through  tacking.  Persons 
interested  in  the  tacking  possibilities  are 
cautioned  that  failure  to  oppose  the  ap¬ 
plication  may  result  in  an  unrestricted 
grant  of  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 


No.  MC  124129  (Sub-No.  6).  filed 
January  17,  1972.  Applicant:  KAPRI 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  a  corporation, 
207  East  Valley,  Valley.  NE  68064.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Donald  L.  Stern, 
530  Univac  Building,  Omaha,  NE  68106. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Crushed  limestone 
products  (except  cement),  from  points 
in  Nebraska  to  points  in  Missouii,  under 
contract  with  Kerford  Limestone  Co. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  125785  (Sub-No.  13).  filed 
January  11,  1972.  Applicsuit:  SATURN 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  Room  206,  The  Plaza  90 
Building,  90th  and  L  Streets,  Omaha,  NE 
68127.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  J.  Kimball,  605  South  14th 
Street,  Post  Office  Box  82028,  Lincoln, 
NE  68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Metal 
buildings  and  parts,  equipment,  mate¬ 
rials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  erection, 
repair,  maintenance,  manufacture,  and 
distribution  thereof,  between  the  plant- 
sites  and  storage  facilities  of  Stran-Steel 
Corp.,  in  Harris  County,  Tex.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Louisiana,  Tennessee,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Alabama,  Georgia.  Florida,  South 
Carolina,  and  North  Carolina,  imder  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  Stran-Steel  Corp. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Houston, 
Tex. 

No.  MC  127689  (Sub-No.  46),  filed 
February  17,  1972.  Applicant:  PASCA¬ 
GOULA  DRAYAGE  COMPANY.  INC., 
701  East  Pine  Street,  Post  Office  Box 
987,  Hattiesbimg,  MS  39401.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wally  Fondaw  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Plywood  and  composition  boards 
and  finished  lumber,  from  Beaumont, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Alabama.  Florida, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  and  South 
Carolina,  and  on  return,  damaged,  re¬ 
jected,  or  refused  shipments  of  such 
commodities  to  the  point  of  origin.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  cannot  be  tacked  with  its  exist¬ 
ing  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Hattiesburg  or  Jackson,  Miss. 

No.  MC  128007  (Sub-No.  42),  filed 
February  11,  1972.  Applicant:  HOFER, 
INC.,  Post  Office  Box  583,  4032  Parkview 
Drive,  Pittsburg,  KS  66762.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  E.  Jandera,  641 
Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  KS  66603.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cement  and 
plaster,  in  bags,  and  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  installation  of  cement 
and  plaster,  from  lola,  Kans.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii);  and  (2)  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  (1) 
above,  from  the  destination  States,  to 
lola,  Kans.  Note  :  Applicant  states  tack¬ 


ing  possibilities  but  indicates  that  it  has 
no  present  intention  to  tack  and  there¬ 
fore  does  not  identify  the  points  or  ter¬ 
ritories  which  can  be  served  through 
tacking.  Persons  interested  in  the  tack¬ 
ing  possibilities  are  cautioned  that  fail¬ 
ure  to  oppose  the  application  may  result 
in  an  unrestricted  grant  of  authority.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  Cfity,  Mo. 

No.  MC  128075  (Sub-No.  16).  filed 
February  4,  1972.  Applicant:  LEON 
JOHNSRUB,  757  Second  Street  West. 
Cresco,  lA  52136.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Val  M.  Higgins,  1000  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Minneapolis,  Minn. 
55402.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and 
packinghouse  products  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  the  Rod  Barnes  Packing  and/ 
or  Flanery  Meat  Co.  at  or  near  Huron, 
S.  Dak.,  to  points  in  Georgia,  North 
Carolina,  and  South  Carolina,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  named  origin 
points  and  destined  to  the  named  desti¬ 
nations.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  128283  (Sub-No.  13),  filed 
February  17,  1972.  Applicant:  PINTO 
'TRUCKING  SERVICrE,  INC.,  1219  Mor¬ 
ris  Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19148,  also 
414  Calcon  Hook  Road,  Sharon  Hill, 
Pa.  19079.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  W.  Patterson,  2107  ’The  Fidelity 
Building,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19109.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  conwiodities  in  bulk),  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Allegany,  Baltimore  C?ity, 
Calvert,  Caroline,  CTharles,  Dorchester, 
Garrett,  Kent,  Queen  Annes,  St.  Mary’s, 
Somerset,  Talbot,  Washington,  Wicom¬ 
ico,  and  Worcester  Counties,  Md.; 
Kent,  New  Castle,  and  Sussex  Counties, 
Del.;  Accomack,  Northampton,  and 
Loudoun  Coimties,  Va.;  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Dulles  International  Airport, 
Fairfax  and  Loudoun  Counties,  Va.; 
Washington  National  Airport,  Gravelly 
Point,  Va.;  Friendship  International  Air¬ 
port,  Anne  Arundel  County,  Md.;  Phila¬ 
delphia  International  Airport,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.;  La  Guardia  Airport,  New  York, 
N.Y.;  John  F.  Kennedy  International 
Airport,  New  York,  N.Y.;  Newark  Air¬ 
port,  N.J.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  sought  herein 
may  be  tacked  with  its  existing  author¬ 
ity  held  by  it  and  also  with  authorities 
pending  imder  Subs  6,  9,  and  10,  if  that 
authority  is  granted.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128545  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1972.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2609  South  Halsted 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60608.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Richard  A.  Smykal 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes. 
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transporting:  Dairy  products  and  other 
commodities  distributed  by  dairies  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsltes,  warehouse  storage  and  pro¬ 
duction  facilities  utilized  by  Land 
OTakes,  Inc.,  at  Chicago,  HI.,  and  points 
in  its  commercial  zone,  and  Reedsburg 
and  Spencer,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Note:  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  requested  authority 
cannot  be  tacked  with  its  existing  author¬ 
ity.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
HI.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  129799  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  10,  1972.  Applicant:  RONALD  L. 
KLINE.  Rural  Delivery  No.  1,  Winfield, 
Pa.  17889.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Christian  V.  Graf,  407  North  Front 
Street,  Harrisburg,  PA  17101.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Gym  mats,  from 
Northumberland,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Maryland,  Dela¬ 
ware,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  and  Con¬ 
necticut,  and  (2)  vinyl  material,  from 
points  in  Connecticut  to  Northumber¬ 
land,  Pa.,  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Resilite  Sports  Products,  Inc.,  of 
Northiimberland,  Pa.  Note:  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  or  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  133123  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1972.  Applicant:  RUJAC 

TRUCKING  CORP.,  1133  Sixth  Avenue, 
Room  3210,  New  York,  NY.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Morris  Honig,  150 

Broadway,  New  York,  NY  10038.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Electrical  goods, 
from  points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  com¬ 
mercial  zone  as  defined  in  the  fifth  sup¬ 
plemental  report  commercial  zones  and 
Terminal  Areas,  53  M.C.C.  451,  and  Port 
Elizabeth  and  Port  Newsu-k,  N.J.,  to  Al¬ 
bany,  N.Y.,  imder  contract  with  Matsu¬ 
shita  Electric  Corporation  of  America. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  133409  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  11,  1972.  Applicant:  LOUIS  H. 
FOLTZ,  doing  business  as  AIR  FREIGHT 
DELIVERY  SERVICE,  1031  Orchard  Av¬ 
enue,  Winchester.  VA  22601.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Daniel  B.  Johnson,  716 
Perpetual  Building,  1111  E  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20004.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities  (except 
those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  between  points  in  Claiic,  Fau¬ 
quier.  and  Loudoun  Counties,  Va.; 
Grant,  Mineral,  Hardy,  and  Hampshire 
Counties.  W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
OD  the  other.  Friendship  International 
Airport  at  Baltimore,  Md.;  Dulles  Inter¬ 


national  Airport  at  Chantilly,  Va.,  and 
Washington  National  Airport  at  Alex¬ 
andria,  Va.,  restricted  to  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  shipments  having  an  immedi¬ 
ately  prior  or  an  Immediately  subsequent 
move.’nent  by  air.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  No 
duplicate  authority  is  being  sought.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Winchester,  Va.,  or 
Washington,  D.C, 

No.  MC  133425  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  10,  1972.  Applicant:  BAYLESS 
AND  ROBERTS,  INC.,  Copper  Center, 
Alaska  99573.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Roger  A.  McShea,  Suite  300,  425  G 
Street,  Anchorage,  AK  99501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  be¬ 
tween  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  Portland, 
Greg.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  points  in 
Alaska  (except  points  South  of  Haines, 
Alaska),  on  the  other,  including  service 
over  the  Alaska  Marine  Highway.  Note: 
Applicant  states  that  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  can  be  tacked  at  the  interna¬ 
tional  boimdary  line  between  the  United 
States  (Alaska)  and  Canada  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  existing  Alaska  Interstate  au¬ 
thority;  tacking  also  at  Haines,  Alaska, 
with  applicsmt’s  existing  Alaska  Inter¬ 
state  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Fairbanks  or  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

No.  MC  133565  (Sub-No.  6)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  January  10,  1972,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Febru¬ 
ary  10, 1972,  and  republished  as  amended 
this  issue.  Applicant:  TRUE  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  Starboard  and  Export 
Streets,’  Port  Newark,  N.J.  07036.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Charles  J,  Wil¬ 
liams,  47  Lincoln  Park,  Newark,  NJ 
07102.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  imusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  commod¬ 
ities  requiring  special  equipment),  in 
containers  or  trailers,  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  water,  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  those  ports  of  entry  mi  the  United 
States-Canada  boimdary  line  at  or  near 
Rouses  Point  and  Champlain,  N.Y.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey.  New  York,  those  in  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Pennsylvania-New  York 
State  line  at  or  near  Lawrenceville,  Pa., 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to 
Junction  UJ3.  Highway  11  at  or  near 
Camp  Hill,  Pa.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11  to  the  Pennsylvania-Maryland 
State  line,  and  points  in  Rhode  Island, 
and  (2)  between  Boston  and  Palmer, 
Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  those  in 
that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvania- 


New  York  State  line  at  or  near  Lawrence¬ 
ville,  Pa.,  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  15  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  11  at 
or  near  Camp  Hill,  Pa.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  11  to  the  Pennsylvania- 
Maryland  State  line,  and  points  in 
Rhode  Island.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  can  be 
tacked  with  its  Sub  2  application,  but 
tacking  is  not  contemplate.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  redescribe 
the  territorial  scope  of  the  application. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  133565  (Sub-No.  7),  filed 
February  17,  1972.  Applicant:  TRUE 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Starboard  and  Ex¬ 
port  Streets,  Port  Newark,  NJ  07036.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Charles  J.  Wil¬ 
liams,  47  Lincoln  Park,  Newark,  NJ  07102. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  imusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment),  in  con¬ 
tainers  or  trailers,  in  foreign  commerce, 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  water,  (1)  between  those  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  bountory  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
at  or  near  Rouses  Point  and  Champlain, 
N.Y.;  and  (2)  between  Boston  and 
Palmer,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware.  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  those 
points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line  at  or 
near  Lawrenceville,  Pa.,  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  11  at  or  near  Camp  Hill, 
Pa.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  11  to  the 
Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line,  and 
points  in  Rhode  Island.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  tacking  is  possible  with  its 
pending  Sub-2,  but  tacking  is  not  con¬ 
templated.  Persons  interested  in  the 
tacking  possibilities  are  cautioned  that 
failure  to  oppose  the  application  may 
result  in  an  unrestricted  grant  of  au¬ 
thority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  134050  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1972.  Applicant:  J.  M.  FOS¬ 
TER,  Route  6,  Box  247,  Brookhaven,  MS 
39601.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  B.  Morrison,  717  Deposit  Guaranty 
Bank  Building,  Post  Office  Box  22628, 
Jackson,  MS  39205.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pressure  treated  wood  products. 
from  the  plantsite  of  Mississippi  Wood 
Preserving  Co.,  at  Brookhaven,  Miss.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Hlinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Missouri, 
Ohio,  and  Tennessee.  Note:  Applicant 
states  that  the  requested  authority  can¬ 
not  be  tacked  with  its  existing  authority. 
Applicant  further  states  no  duplicating 
authority  sought.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
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necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Jackson.  Miss. 

No.  MC  134068  (Sub-No.  12).  filed 
February  18,  1972.  Applicant:  KODIAK 
REFRIGERATED  LINES,  INC.,  4510 
Seville  Avenue,  Vernon,  CA  90058.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Duane  W.  Ack- 
lie.  Post  OflBce  Box  80806,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Food¬ 
stuffs.  other  than  frozen,  in  boxes,  in 
straight  shipments,  and/or  mixed  ship¬ 
ments  of  foodstuffs  and  canned  goods, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Hunt-Wesson 
Foods,  Inc.,  at  Fullerton,  Hayward, 
Davis,  and  Oakdale,  Calif.,  to  points  in 
Colorado,  Georgia,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Okla¬ 
homa,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  and 
Wyoming.  Note:  Applicant  states  that 
the  requested  authority  cannot  be  tacked 
with  its  existing  authority.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
February  14, 1972.  Applicant:  SCTHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5  West 
Mendota  Road,  West  St.  Paul,  MN  55118. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Paul  Schanno 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  re¬ 
port  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Denison,  Fort  Dodge,  Le  Mars,  and 
Mason  City,  Iowa;  Dakota  City  and  West 
Point,  Nebr.;  and  Luveme,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Vermont,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  restricted  to  traflBc  originating 
at  the  plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Iowa  Beef  Processors,  Inc.,  at  or  near  the 
named  origin.  Note:  Applicant  states 
that  the  requested  authority  cannot  be 
tacked  with  its  existing  authority.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul  or  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  134665  (Sub-No.  3)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  filed  January  11,  1972,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  of  February  10, 
1972  and  republished  as  amended,  this 
issue.  Applicant:  DWAYNE  C.  ATKINS, 
doing  business  as  ATKINS  TRUCTKING, 
Post  Office  Box  4,  R.F.D.  33,  Sioux  Palls, 
SD  57106,  Tea,  S.  Dak.  57064.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Charles  J.  Kimball,  605 
South  14th  Street,  Post  Office  Box  82028, 
Lincoln,  NE  68501.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregrular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Animal  and  poultry  feed,  and 
animal  and  poultry  feed  ingredients,  (a) 
from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facili¬ 
ties  of  Zip  Feed  Mills,  Inc.,  at  Huron.  S. 
Dak.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  and  North  Dakota;  and  (b)  from 
points  in  Kansas,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Ne¬ 


braska,  and  Nortli  Dakota,  to  the  plant- 
site  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Zip  Feed 
Mills,  Inc.,  at  Huron  and  Sioux  Falls,  S. 
Dak.  Restriction;  The  authority  sought 
herein  is  limited  to  a  transportation  serv¬ 
ice  to  be  performed  imder  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts,  with  Zip  Feed 
Mills.  Inc.,  of  Huron  and  Sioux  Falls,  S. 
Dak.  Note:  The  purpose  of  this  repub¬ 
lication  is  to  broaden  the  scope  of  author¬ 
ity  sought  by  adding  Iowa,  Minnesota, 
Nebraska,  and  North  Dakota  to  the 
origin  points  in  (l)b.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Sioux  CTity,  Iowa,  or  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  136023  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
February  17,  1972.  Applicant:  N.  C.  W., 
INC.,  989  Loper,  Post  Office  Box  136, 
Prineville,  OR  9'7754.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Russell  M.  Allen,  1200  Jackson 
Tower,  Portland,  Oreg.  97205.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Wood  residuals,  from  the 
Heppner  Lumber  Co.  in  Wheeler  and 
Morrow  Counties,  Oreg.,  to  points  in 
Walla  Walla  Coimty,  Wash.,  and  from 
Blue  Mountain  Forest  Products  Co.  in 
Grant  and  Umatilla  Counties,  Oreg.,  to 
points  in  Walla  Walla  County,  Wash., 
under  contract  with  Heppner  Lumber  Co. 
and  Blue  Moimtain  Forest  Products  Co. 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  136098  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
February  14,  1972.  Applicant:  PAUL  E. 
LOBDELL,  Box  386,  Lena,  IL  61048.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Robert  T.  Law- 
ley,  300  Reisch  Building,  Springfield, 
HI.  62701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Pre¬ 
pared  animal  and  poultry  feed,  and  pre¬ 
pared  animal  and  poultry  feed  health  in¬ 
gredients,  and  animal  and  poultry 
health  products,  from  Lena,  HI.,  to  points 
in  Wisconsin;  and  (2)  prepared  animal 
and  poultry  feed,  and  animal  and  poul¬ 
try  feed  ingredients,  from  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin  to  Lena,  HI.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
or  Springfield,  HI. 

No.  MC  136099  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
February  17,  1972,  Applicant  BECAN- 
COUR  TRANSPORT  EXPRESS  INC., 
C.  P.  127,  St.  Jean  Deschaillons,  Lot- 
biniere  County,  PQ  Canada.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Adrian  R.  Paquette,  200 
St.  James  Street  West,  Montreal  126, 
PQ  Canada.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Terra  Cotta  products,  from  the  ports  of 
entry  on  the  international  boimdary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
located  in  Maine  and  Vermont  to  points 
in  Maine,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut,  Vermont,  and  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  imder  contract  with  Montreal 
Terra  Cotta  (1966)  Ltee.  Note:  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Montpelier,  Vt., 
or  Albany  or  Plattsburgh,  N.Y. 


No.  MC  136263  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
February  14,  1972.  Applicant:  DEL 

TnANSPORT  LIMITED,  a  corporation, 
385  Richelieu  Avenue,  McMasterville, 
PQ  Canada.  Applicant’s  representative: 
G.  P.  Bergeron  (same  address  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Explosives  classes 
A  and  B,  blasting  supplies  and  materials, 
and  component  parts  thereof,  and  mate¬ 
rial  and  supplies  incidental  thereto  (not 
in  bulk) ,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the  in¬ 
ternational  boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at  or 
near  Champlain,  Trout  River,  and  Herd- 
man,  N.Y.,  to  Kenvil,  N.J.;  and  Ellen- 
berg  and  Plattsburgh,  N.Y.  Note:  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Montpelier,  Vt., 
or  Albany,  N.Y, 

No.  MC  136356,  filed  January  13,  1972. 
Applicant;  DENZEL  M.  ARMSTRONG, 
doing  business  as  ARMSTRONG 
TRUCKING,  16291  Hendricks,  Lowell. 
IN  46356.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  E.  Van  Nada,  313  East  Commer¬ 
cial  Avenue,  Lowell.  IN  46356.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Farm  supplies,  farm  com¬ 
modities,  feed,  fertilizer,  and  antifreeze, 
(1)  from  Peoria  and  Bloomington,  HI., 
and  Lafayette,  Ind.,  to  (a)  points  in 
Waukegan,  South  Beloit,  Geneseo,  Pekin, 
Lincoln,  Areola,  and  Kansas,  HI.;  (b) 
Spencer,  Franklin,  Cambridge  CSty,  and 
Union  CSty,  Ind.;  (c)  north  on  the  Indi- 
ana-Ohio  State  line  to  the  Michigan 
State  line;  (d)  west  on  the  Indiana 
State  line  to  Chicago,  Ill.;  and  (e)  north 
to  Waukegan,  HI.;  (2)  from  Peoria  and 
Bloomington,  HI.;  and  Lafayette,  Ind., 
to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  (3)  from  Peoria 
and  Bloomington,  HI.,  and  Lafayette, 
Ind.,  to  Moline,  HI.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Chicago,  HI.,  Fort  Wayne  or 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  136402  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1972.  Applicant:  TOMMY  A. 
McCarty,  doing  business  as  McCARTY 
'TRUCKING,  2A  Bob-O-Link  Drive, 
Mount  Sterling,  KY  40353.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  S.  Wilson,  226 
Main  Street,  Post  Office  Box  151,  Paris, 
KY  40361.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Used  automobiles,  in  truckaway  service, 
in  secondary  movements,  ( 1 )  from  points 
in  Indiana  (except  Fort  Wayne,  South 
Bend,  and  Dyer),  Ohio  (except  Dayton 
and  CTeveland) ,  and  Michigan  (except 
Detroit),  to  points  in  Montgomery 
County,  Ky.;  and  (2)  from  points  in 
Montgomery  County,  Ky.,  to  points  in 
Tennessee.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Frankfort,  Ky. 

No.  MC  136426,  filed  February  17,  1972. 
Applicant:  LESCO,  INC.,  3900  Dahlman 
Avenue,  Omaha,  NE.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  J.  Max  Harding,  605  South 
14th  Street,  Post  Office  Box  82028,  Lin¬ 
coln,  NE  68501.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 
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hide,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Unprocessed  edible  fats,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  from  points  in  Iowa  and  Mis¬ 
souri,  to  Waterloo,  Nebr.,  under  contract 
with  Midwest  Animal  By-products  Corp. 
of  Omaha,  Nebr.;  (2)  food  processing 
machinery,  from  Om^a,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  and  materials.  sup~ 
plies,  and  equipment  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture,  sale  and  distribution  of  food 
processing  machinery,  on  return;  and 
(3)  partially  fabricated  iron  and  steel. 
from  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
under  contract  with  Omaha  Manufac¬ 
turing  and  Engineering  Co.  of  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  in  (2)  and  (3)  above.  Note:  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  136427,  filed  February  17, 
1972.  Applicant:  JOE  H.  CCX)K,  Box  96, 
Woodward,  OK.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Dean  Williamson,  280  National 
Foundation  Life  Center,  3535  Northwest 
58th,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  73112.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier.  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Crushed  rock.  sand, 
and  gravel,  from  points  in  Hemphill 
County,  Tex.,  to  points  in  CSmarron, 
Texas,  Beaver,  Harper,  Woods,  Wood¬ 
ward,  Roger  Mills,  Ellis,  and  Dewey 
Coimties,  Okla.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  136416,  filed  February  3,  1972. 
AppUcant:  ALLEGHENY  BEVERAGE 
CORPORATION,  17200  Warwick  Boule¬ 
vard,  Newport  News,  VA  23602.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Irvin  P,  Miller 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregvjlar  routes, 
transporting:  Woodpulp  board,  in  rolls, 
from  Newport  News  and  West  Point,  Va., 
to  Baltimore,  Md.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
New  York,  N.Y.  (including  Brooklyn, 
Queens,  Manhattan,  Bronx,  Richmond, 
and  Long  Island),  imder  contract  with 
the  CThesapeake  Corp.  of  Virginia,  West 
Point,  Va.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Newport  News  or  Richmond,  Va. 

No.  MC  136432,  filed  February  7,  1972. 
Applicant:  DONNA  HALLSTROM,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  D  M  EXPRESS,  Post 
Ofi5ce  Box  231,  Route  19,  Evans  CTity,  PA 
16033.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ar¬ 
thur  J.  Diskin,  806  Prick  Building,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  15219.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Railway  car  or  locomotive  brake 
shoes  and  brake  shoe  parts,  from  the 
warehouse  facilities  of  D  &  M  Express, 
located  in  Cranberry  Township,  Butler 
County,  Pa.,  to  railroad  shops  or  yards, 
or  railroad  car  manufacturers  located 
at  points  in  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Maryland,  New  York,  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania;  and  (2)  railway  car  or  loco¬ 
motive  brake  shoes  and  brake  shoe  parts, 
from  Waukegan,  HI.,  and  Laurinbrng, 
N.C.,  to  the  warehouse  facilities  of  D  &  M 
Express,  located  in  Cranberry  Township, 
Butler  Coimty,  Pa.,  under  a  continuing 
contract  with  Railroad  Friction  Prod¬ 


ucts  Corp.  Note:  Common  control  may 
be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Pittsbiu’gh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  136442,  filed  February  16, 1972. 
AppUcant:  EL  VIEJO  SAN  JUAN  MOV¬ 
ING  AND  SHIPPING,  INC,,  862  South¬ 
ern  Boulevard,  Bronx,  NY  10459.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  Blanton  P.  Bergen, 
137  East  36th  Street,  New  York,  NY 
10016.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Used  household  goods  and  personal  ef¬ 
fects  (including  used  automobiles  when 
shipped  as  personal  effects) ,  in  contaun- 
ers,  having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  water,  (1)  between  points  in 
that  part  of  New  York,  N.Y.,  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission  in 
the  Fifth  Supplemental  Report  in  Com¬ 
mercial  Zones  and  Terminal  Areas,  53 
M.C.C.  451,  within  which  local  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  conducted  under  the  ex¬ 
empt  provisions  provided  by  section 
203(b)  (8)  of  the  Act  (exempt  zone) ,  and 
(2)  between  Bridgeport,  Hartford,  Meri¬ 
den,  New  Haven,  and  Stamford,  Conn., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  New 
York,  N.Y.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  136433,  filed  February  14, 
1972.  AppUcant:  F  QUAR-TER  CIRCLE 
RANCH,  INC.,  Route  3,  BUlings,  Mont. 
59101.  Applicant’s  representative:  Jerome 
Anderson,  100  Transwestem  Building, 
404  North  31st  Street,  Billings,  MT 
59101.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Livestock. 
all  kinds,  used  in  showing,  racing,  rodeo, 
polo,  exhibition,  breeding,  or  other  spe¬ 
cial  uses,  including  stable  equipment, 
supplies,  feed,  personal  effects  of  attend¬ 
ants,  livestock  tack  and  show  equip¬ 
ment,  between  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 
Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
Ariz.,  Billings,  Mont.,  or  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  136440,  filed  February  17,  1972. 
AppUcant;  C.  A.  PETERSEN,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  PETTERSEN  TANK  LINES,  Clay¬ 
ton,  Wis.  54004.  AppUcant’s  representa¬ 
tive;  Gary  L.  Bakke,  103  North  Knowles 
Avenue,  New  Richmand,  WI  54017.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  sugar,  from 
Chaska,  Minn.,  to  Rock  Island,  HI.  Note: 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  1515  (Sub-No.  174),  filed 
February  14,  1972.  AppUcant:  GREY¬ 
HOUND  LINES,  INC.,  1400  West  ’Third 
Street,  Cleveland,  OH  44113.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  L.  C.  Major,  Jr.,  Suite 
301,  Tavern  Square,  421  King  Street, 
Alexandria,  VA  22314.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 


express  and  newspapers  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  between  Golds¬ 
boro,  N.C.,  and  Petersburg,  Va.;  from 
Goldsboro,  N.C.,  over  U.S.  Highway  117 
to  jimction  UB.  Highway  301  near  Wil¬ 
son,  N.C.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  301 
to  junction  access  highway  near  Battle- 
boro,  N.C.,  thence  over  access  highway 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  95, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  95  to 
Petersburg,  Va.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only  in  connection  with 
appUcant’s  presently  authorized  opera¬ 
tions.  Note:  AppUcant  states  it  intends 
to  tack  the  requested  authority  with  its 
existing  authority  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  does 
not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  61802  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
February  17,  1972.  AppUcant:  THE 
(X)LONIAL  ’TRANSIT  (XIMPANY,  IN- 
(X>RPORATED,  310  (Charlotte  Street, 
Fredericksburg,  VA  22401.  AppUcant’s 
representative:  L.  C.  Major,  Jr.,  Suite 
301,  Tavern  Square,  421  King  Street, 
Alexandria,  VA  22314.  Authority  sought 
to  oiierate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
and  irregular  routes,  transporting;  I. 
Irregular  route  charter  authority — 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  in  round- 
trip  charter  operations,  beginning  and 
ending  at  points  in  Caroline,  Essex  (ex¬ 
cept  points  south  of  Virginia  Highway 
631),  Fauquier,  King  George,  Orange, 
Prince  WiUiam  (except  points  east  of 
Interstate  Highway  95  and  Virginia 
Highways  234  and  659),  Spotsylvania, 
Stafford,  and  Westmoreland  Coimties, 
Va.,  and  extending  to  points  in  Florida, 
n.  Regular  route  authority — passengers 
and  their  baggage  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  between  Dale  City,  Va.,  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  as  follows:  From  Dale  City, 
Va.,  over  Virginia  Highway  642  to  junc¬ 
tion  with  Virginia  Highway  640,  thence 
over  Virginia  Highway  640  to  junction 
Virginia  Highway  253,  thence  over  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  253  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  95,  and  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  95  to  Washington,  D.C.,  and  re-, 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points  and  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  pur¬ 
poses  only.  In  connection  with  the  latter 
requested  authority,  pursuant  to  the 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and 
Necessity  previously  issued  to  applicant 
in  Docket  No.  MV-61802  Sub-No.  4,  ap¬ 
plicant  is  presently  authorized  to  conduct 
motor  passenger  operations  between  Dale 
City,  Va.,  and  Washington,  D.C.,  via  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  642  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  95  and,  as  indicated,  the  above- 
requested  authority  is  being  sought  as  an 
alternate  route  to  applicant’s  present 
operations  and  for  operating  convenience 
purposes  only.  Note:  Common  control 
may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  ai^licant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  123577  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
February  10,  1972.  Applicant:  WAR- 
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WIC?K-GREENWCX>D  LAKE  AND  NEW 
YORK  TRANSIT,  INC.,  DONALD  A. 
ROBINSON,  TRUSTEE,  419  Anderson 
Avenue,  Fairview,  NJ  07022.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Edward  P.  Bowes,  744 
Broad  Street,  Newark,  NJ  07102.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car- 
Tier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage  and  newspapers  and  ex¬ 
press  In  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers.  (1)  between  Totowa,  N.J.,  and  New 
Yoii,  N.Y.,  from  the  Junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  46  and  Union  Avenue,  over 
Union  Avenue  to  Jimction  of  the  entrance 
roads  of  Interstate  Highway  80  at  Union 
Avenue  In  Totowa,  N.J.,  thence  over  the 
entrance  roads  to  Interstate  Highway  80, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
Junction  Interstate  Highway  95  at  Tea- 
neck-Ridgefield  Park,  N.J„  boundary  line, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  95  to 
Secaucus,  N.J.,  Interstate  Highway  95 
being  known  as  the  New  Jersey  Turn¬ 
pike  between  Ridgefield  Park,  N.J.,  and 
Secaucus,  N.J.,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  95  exit  road  to  Junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  495,  in  North  Bergen,  N.J., 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  495  to 
New  York,  N.Y.,  via  the  Lincoln  Tunnel, 
and  return  over  the  same  routes  using 
Interstate  Highway  95  (New  Jersey 
Turnpike)  access  road  in  North  Bergen, 
N.J.,  serving  no  intermediate  points. 
Note  (1) :  The  applicant  in  MC  123577 
(Sub-No.  1)  has  existing  rights  to  oper¬ 
ate  over  unnumbered  highways  in  To¬ 
towa,  N.J.,  serving  no  intermediate  points 
for  operating  convenience  (mly  in  con¬ 
nection  with  its  existing  routes  between 
Warwick,  N.Y.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.,  via 
New  Jersey.  Applicant  requests  that  such 
existing  restriction  be  amended  to  permit 
Joinder  of  the  proposed  route  to  appli¬ 
cant’s  existing  route  in  MC  123577  (Sub- 
No.  1)  for  purposes  of  Joinder  only;  (2) 
between  Paterson,  N.J.,  and  Paterson, 
N.J.,  fr(xn  the  Junction  of  New  Jersey 
Highway  4  (Broadway)  and  Madison 
Avenue  in  Paterson,  N.J.,  o'^er  Madison 
Avenue  to  Junction  entrance  ramps  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80  in  Paterson,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
Intermediate  points. 

Note  (2) :  The  applicant  in  MC  123577 
(Sub-No.  1)  has  existing  authority  to 
operate  between  Warwick.  N.Y.,  and  Pa- 
ramus,  N.J.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  including  Paterson,  N.J.,  such 
route  authorizing  service  from  Paterson, 
N.J.,  over  New  Jersey  Highway  4  to  New 
Jersey  Highway  17  in  Paramus,  serving 
all  intermediate  points.  The  applicant 
proposes  to  Join  such  route  to  Interstate 
Highway  80  via  Madison  Avenue  in  Pat¬ 
erson  as  stated  and  proposes  to  operate 
via  Interstate  Highway  80  and  Interstate 
Highway  95  as  described  in  route  (1)  to 
and  from  New  York,  N.Y.  In  order  that 
the  applicant  may  Join  the  proposed  route 
to  Interstate  Highway  80  described  in 
route  (1)  above.  It  is  requested  that  the 
restriction  cm  Interstate  Highway  80  de¬ 
scribed  In  route  (1)  above  be  lifted  so 


as  to  enable  the  applicant  to  Join  the 
proposed  route  in  Interstate  Highway  80 
in  Paterson;  and  (3)  between  Hacken¬ 
sack,  N.J..  and  Hackensack,  NJ.,  from 
Junction  New  Jersey  Highway  17  and 
Interstate  Highway  80  in  Hackensack, 
N.J.,  over  Interstate  Highway  80  access 
road  to  Interstate  Highway  80  in  Hack¬ 
ensack,  N.J.,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes  using  Interstate  Highway  80  ac¬ 
cess  road  at  New  Jersey  Highway  17, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  Note  (3) : 
’The  applicant  is  presently  authorized  to 
operate  on  New  Jersey  Highway  17  in 
Hackensack,  N.J.,  with  closed  doors.  Ap¬ 
plicant  requests  that  such  restriction  be 
modified  to  permit  Joinder  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  route  to  its  existing  route  at  the 
Junction  of  Interstate  Highway  80  and 
New  Jersey  Highway  17  in  Hackensack. 
Service  is  not  proposed  in  intermediate 
points.  Note  (4) :  The  applicant  proposes 
to  Join  the  above-described  proposed 
routes  (1),  (2).  and  (3)  to  all  its  exist¬ 
ing  routes  in  Docket  MC  123577  and  sub 
niunbers  thereunder  in  order  to  provide 
service  between  all  points  on  its  existing 
routes  in  New  Jersey  and  New  York  via 
such  existing  routes  and  the  proposed 
routes.  Af^licant  now  holds  contract 
carrier  authority  under  its  No.  MC 
129976  (Sub-No.  2),  therefore  dual  op¬ 
erations  may  be  involved.  Common  con¬ 
trol  may  also  be  involved.  No  duplicating 
authority  is  sought.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Newark,  N.J.,  or  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  129038  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  Feb¬ 
ruary  17,  1972.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE 
COACH  LINES,  INC.,  2322  West  Ninth 
Avenue,  Gary,  IN  46401.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Harold  M.  Ol^n,  712  South 
Second  Street,  Springfield,  IL  62705.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers,  bag¬ 
gage,  and  express,  between  points  in 
Milwaukee.  Racine,  and  Kenosha  Coun¬ 
ties,  Wis.,  and  O’Hare  International  Air¬ 
port  in  Illinois,  restricted  to  traffic  hav¬ 
ing  an  immediate,  prior  or  subsequent 
transportation  by  air.  Note:  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests 
it  be  held  at  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  136428,  filed  February  11, 
1972.  Applicant:  EVANSTON  BUS  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  corporation,  1201  Central 
Street,  Evanston,  IL  60201.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Bruce  E.  Mitchell,  Suite 
1600,  First  Federal  Building,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30303.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  p>assen- 
gers,  in  special  and  charter  operations, 
from  points  in  Cook  and  Lake  Counties. 
HI.,  to  points  in  the  United  States,  in- 
cliidlng  Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii, 
and  return.  Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Evanston,  HI. 


No.  MC  136430,  filed  February  14, 
1972.  Applicant:  AMERICAN  TRAILS. 
INC.,  Meadowview  Avenue,  Hewlett,  N.Y. 
11557.  Applicant’s  representative:  Mor¬ 
ton  E.  Kid,  140  Cedar  Street,  New  York, 
NY  10006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage  and  outdoor 
equipment,  in  personally  conducted,  all 
expense,  special  round-trip  operations, 
in  vehicles  limited  to  14  passengers,  not 
including  driver  and  escort,  beginning 
and  ending  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Hawaii  but  including  Alaska). 
Note:  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y, 

Application  for  Brokerage  License 

No.  MC  130164,  filed  January  13,  1972. 
Applicant:  COMMERCIAL  TRUCK 

BROKERS  OF  MOORHEAD,  MINNE¬ 
SOTA,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  39B  RR, 
Glyndon,  MN.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Raymond  A.  Lamb,  Eight  Street 
Professional  Center,  1022  Eight  Street 
South,  Moorhead,  MN  56560.  For  a  li¬ 
cense  (BMG-4)  to  engage  in  operations 
as  a  broker  at  Moorhead,  Minn.,  and 
Ellenburg,  Wash.,  in  arranging  for  the 
transportation  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  of  general  commodities,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Application  for  Postal  Certificate 

INTERSTA’TE  COMMERCE  COM¬ 
MISSION.  No.  MC-137012  (Notice  of 
Piling  an  Application  for  a  Postal  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Neces¬ 
sity),  filed  February  22,  1972.  Applicant: 
LINK  'TRUCKINO,  INC.,  1410  South 
Third  West.  Salt  Lake  Chty,  UT  84104. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  Poul- 
ger  (same  address  as  applicant) .  By 
application  filed  February  22,  1972,  ap¬ 
plicant  seeks  a  postal  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  to  transport 
mail  in  the  following  territory: 

'Between  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  and 
Reno,  Nev.,  over  irregular  routes.  Ap¬ 
pended  to  the  application  is  a  copy  of 
a  postal  contract  held  by  applicant 
which  was  in  effect  on  July  1,  1971,  the 
critical  “grandfather”  date:  Route  No. 
89415  relating  to  service  between  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  and  Reno,  Nev.  Appli¬ 
cant  holds  motor  carrier  authority  in  No. 
MC-121043. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  to  op¬ 
pose  the  application  may  file  with  the 
Commission  an  original  and  one  copy  of 
his  written  representations,  views,  or 
argiunents  in  opposition  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
copy  of  each  such  pleading  should  be 
served  upon  applicant’s  representative. 

By  the  Cmnmission. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.72-3911  Piled  3-15-72;8:45  am] 
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